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ABSTRACT
This study explored the relationship between family 
structure and school achievement in girls and boys aged 10 to 13 
years. Earlier studies suggested a positive relationship between 
achievement and equalitarian family structure for boys, but little 
data ware available for girls. The present study reasoned that 
girls from equalitarian families were more likely to have a pos­
itive opinion of their ability to master their environment, and 
to achieve outside the family, than girls from traditional families, 
It was further predicted that the relationship between achievement 
and equalitarian family structure would be stronger for girls 
than for boys.
The primary instrument used was a questionnaire measuring 
family structure, and also a child’s self concept and semantic 
differentiation of the sexes. Two groups of achieving and under­
achieving children with average intelligence were selected from 
a Guelph school and from the patients of the Guelph Community 
Psychiatric Hospital. Seventy-five Children’s Questionnaires 
were completed. To validate the Children’s Questionnaire a sub­
sample of 12 children was selected; questionnaires ware adminis­
tered to other members of their families, and these families were 
interviewed and scored by the Bales’ Method. Additionally the 
families ware rated by a psychiatrist.
The null hypotheses were tested, that there was no differ­
ence in the family structura of achieving and underachieving girls,
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or in the family structura of achieving and underachieving boys. 
Statistical analysis using the Chi Square Test showed that it was 
not possible to reject the null hypotheses. However the relation­
ships between achievement and several family structural variables 
were predominantly in the predicted directions. Analysis of the 
subsample threw doubt on the validity of the main instrument, and 
on the concepts "traditional" and "equalitarian" families. It 
was concluded further research was needed using whole families.
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INTRODUCTION
This study is made within the broad context of the chang­
ing position of women in Western society. The term "position" 
is used as defined by Gross, Mason, and McEachern "The location 
of an actor, or class of actors in a system of social relation­
ships,"^ and is considered in relation to the position of women 
in society. Ultimately, therefore, the concern of this study 
is with alteration in the location of women in Western Industrial 
societies, and more particularly, with any shift in the distri­
bution between the sexes, of those roles having more prestige 
and power in society.%
There has been much literature concerning a supposed 
dramatic change in the position of women;3 unfortunately, in 
many instances, professional writers no less than laymn have 
revealed a strong subjective bias in treating this emotionally 
charged subject. It is startling to find, for instance. Dr.
^Neal Gross, Ward S, Mason and Alexander W. McEachern, Explora­
tions in role analysis; studies of the school superintendencv 
role (¥ew Ybrlc: d ohh Wiley and 3ohs, 1958 ) pT^BI
2
I am aware that some writers might chose the term "status" 
here, but the use of both "status" and "position" in the 
literature seems to leave the writer with a choice.
^For a review of some of this literature, see below pp. 7-8.
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Enid Charles^ in her census monograph of 1941, abruptly switching 
from careful presentation of demographic statistics to an impas­
sioned plea for women to revert to their old traditions before 
race suicide became a fact. Psycho-analytically oriented writers 
such as Lundberg and Farnham) attributed many problems to a sup­
posed trend toivards "masculinity" in women resulting from the 
feminist movement. They postulated a universal dilemma facing 
women— the need to choose between accepting their own femininity, 
or striving neurotically for a more masculine role. As Nye and 
Hoffman commented in their recent work on the employed mother,
"in the absence of empirical data, the armchair philosophers have 
had a heyday.
Oversimplification and premature analysis of the changing 
position of women was not limited to opponents of change, but was 
also evident to some degree in the writings of social scientists 
who accepted change as inevitable and perhaps desirable. Socio­
logist Komarovsky prefaced an analysis of sex roles by accepting
The general premise that our culture is full of contra­
dictions and inconsistencies with regard to women’s roles, 
that new social goals have emerged without the parallel 
development of social machinery for their attainment, 
that norms persist vdiich are no longer functionally 
appropriate to the social situations to which they apply 
....that behaviour patterns useful at som stage become
^Enid Charles, The changing size of the family in Canada. Dominion 
Bureau of Statistics Monograph 1 fottawa1941H
^Ferdinand Lundberg and Marynia Farnham, Modern woman: the lost
sex (New York: Harper and Bros., 1947).
^F. Ivan Nye and Lois Wladis Hoffman (eds.), The employed mother 
in America (Chicago: Rand McNally, 1963), p. ?.
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3dysfunctional at another*7
That Komarovsky overestimated both the amount of change, 
and the resulting disturbances, is suggested by a replication of 
an investigation she made into sex role conflicts of college 
students in 1942-3*^ Wallin^ replicating Komarovsky’s study 
eight years later, supplemented the questionnaires (which were 
the main instruments in both studies) with interview data* Al­
though bis statistical findings were similar to Komarovsky’s, 
Wallin concluded "the problem is less momentous for the college 
women than is suggested by Komarovsky’s report."10
More recently social scientists have reviewed carefully 
findings concerning the current position of women, Goode, writing 
in 1963, while noting that both industrial needs and ethical 
assertions press towards equalitarianism, found that
The percentage of women professionals in the United 
States has increased substantially over the past eighty 
years, but the percentage of women in the professions 
of highest prestige, such as medicine and law, has in­
creased hardly at all. In every occupation, even that 
of social work which is predominantly female the per­
centage of women decreases as one moves up in the 
administrative hierarchy. H
Udry, in 1966 analysed occupational data concerning women
^Mirra Komarovsky, "Functional analysis of sex roles,” A.S.R.. 
Vol. XV (1950) pp. 508-16.
^Mirra Komarovsky, "Cultural contradictions and sex roles," 
A.J.S. Vol. XI (1946), pp.. 184-89.
^Paul Wallin, "Cultural contradictions and sax roles," A.S.R. 
Vol. XV (1950), pp. 288-93.
^°Ibid., p. 292.
^^William J. Goode, World revolution and family patterns (New 
York: F.P. of Glencoe, Ï963) pp. 62-3.
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during the present century, and summarised : "in the professions,
the proportion of women z*ose until 1920, but it has declined 
markedly since then, until the ratio of men to women in profes­
sions is now about down to the 1900 level."1% Bloode and Wolfe 
reported finding that while the percentage of women in the United 
States who had ever worked continued to increase, the proportion 
going into full-time professional employment was declining,13
These trends apply equally to Canada. In a speech com­
menting on the appointment in January 1967 of a Royal Commission
on the Status of Women, Alderman Mrs. M«J. Sabina summarised the
current position of women in Ce^ nada as follows:
We have the lowest percent of any industrial country 
with men in the professions, 3$^  in law, 10^ in medicine 
and 1.6^ in dentistry. Our university teachers number 
12,000 men and 2,000 women, but the proportion of women 
as full professors is only Of the number of Ph.D.
graduates in science, not are women. It is as far 
back as 1920 that half of all college students were women.
This was a peak. Today there are two men to every woman
in institutions of higher learning.
Thirty percent of the labour force are women, and half 
of these are married. Twenty years ago one out of every 
20 married women had a job. Today, it is one out of 
every five ... but without any doubt, women work at 
"lower jobs". In teaching, the elementary system is 
staffed on the whole by women ... Few women are found 
in top positions in business or industry or in the 
civil service. Few are active in politics. Just as
12
13
J.R. Udry, The social context of marriage (New York: J.B.
Lippincott Co./ 1966), pr*41.
Robert M. Bloode Jr., and D.M. Wolfe, Husbands and wives; 
the^_^ynamics^of married living (New York; F.P. of Glencoe,
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we have one Indian Senator to show that we do not 
discriminate against Indians, it is customary to 
appoint a "token woman" to delegations, commissions 
and cabinets. 14
Briefs later presented to the Commission at hearings 
across Canada emphasised the same situation. Even in the upper 
echelons of organised labour, little female representation was 
reported. ]Mr. Stan Little, president of the Canadian Union of 
Public Employees, said although 25 labour organisations in Canada 
have a majority of female members ... "there has never been more 
than one woman serve as a member of the 30 man executive council 
of the Canadian Labor Congress."^5 it was only after the appoint­
ment of the Royal Commission on the Status of Women that members 
of the Canadian stock exchanges began to consider the possibility 
of lifting bars on the membership of won»n.^6 in February I968 
the director of the women’s bureau (set up in 1954 to help work­
ing women with employment problems) in the Federal Department of 
Labour, resigned; in her letter of resignation she complained of 
the bureau’s "critical staff situation" and stated her branch 
was expected to administer a program with a staff of just three 
persons; a director, a secretary, and a clerk.17
Therefore, a consideration of the position of women in 
Western society reveals this is still a subordinate one, and 
leads to the conclusion that sociologists should be seeking to
^^indsor Star. Feb. 20, 1967, p. 4«
l^Globe and Mail. (Toronto), October 1, 1968. p. 7<
^^Vindsor Star. February 22, 1967, p. 1.
^^Globe and Mail, loo, cit.
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identify social processes and social staructures retarding the 
development of equalitarianism. It is the purpose of this thesis 
to attempt to provide an explanation for the relative stability 
of the position of women in society, in face of acknowledged 
technological and ideological pressures favouring greater sexual 
equality.
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CHAPTER 1
REVIEW OF LITERATURE AND 
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
Early literature related to the 
changing position of women 
An evolutionary approach to the family characterised the 
position of early theorists concerned with family change, E.B. 
Tylorl postulated that the family had progressed from the primi­
tive sexual promiscuity of the animal horde to Victorian monogamy, 
and that progress was linear to a more perfect form, 14arx^  also 
had a basically evolutionary approach; his study of family change 
was only part of his broad consideration of the effects of 
industrialism?, but he emphasised the effect of the introduction 
of machinery on the position of women. He stressed the fact that 
this enabled a woman to do a mn*s work, resulting in a drop in 
men’s wages, and in the forcing of women and children into factor­
ies, Ogburn*s4 theory of family change was in some respects a
^E,B, Tylor, Primitive culture (New York: Henry Holt and Co.,
1869).
2
Karl Marx, Capital ; a critique of political economy (Chicago:
Charles H, Kerr & Co,,"Ï921)
3î'Iarx focuses on the economic substructure of society and 
argues that historical studies reveal an evolutionary series 
of economic stages. He further maintains that repercussions 
from economic changes transmute the social superstructure of 
family, church government etc.
^William F , Ogburn, ^ar^e (New York: Viking Press 1922).
7
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8refined version of Marxian theory; Ogburn postulated a "cultural 
lag" intervening between changes in technology ("material cul­
ture") and the non-material elements of culture, Ogburn also 
suggested that non-economic factors, such as ideology and birth 
control, contributed to change. He developed a theme concerning 
the "loss of functions" of the family, pointing out that economic 
production, education, religious training and other functions, 
had been transferred from the family to other social institutions.
Recent literature related 
to the changing position of women 
Contemporary family theorists approach this work with a 
variety of conceptual frameworks.5 Regardless of theoretical 
orientation, knowledge of demographic changes had tended to favour 
the conclusion that there must be acconq)anying changes in the 
position of women in society. The British sociologist Titmuss 
effectively summarised the way in which demographic changes in 
the twentieth century had curtailed the period of time the average 
woman was actively engaged in the traditional maternal role. He 
pointed out that women married earlier, had fewer children, had 
them in a relatively brief span of years so that by thirty, many
5
A recent concise review of current theoretical frameworks in 
the field is contained in the work of F. Ivan Wye, and Felix 
M, Berardo Emerging conceptual frameworks in family analysis 
(New York: Macmillan Co,,"19657, The particular theoretical
framework of this thesis is presented below, p. 23 ff. It will 
be seen to be an extension of existing frameworks.
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women had given birth to their last child. At the same time the 
mortality rate of woman of childbearing age had dropped dramatic­
ally, and their life expectancy had increased.
What these changes mean is that by the time the typical 
mother of today has virtually completed the cycle of 
motherhood, she still has practically half her total 
life to liva.o
In a similar way, other writers have suggested that
technological factors? and ideological shifts# have brought
about significant changes in the institution of the family,
and, linked with this the position of woman. A descriptive
study of soma Canadian middle class families in Toronto in the
1950*8 stated "in patriarchal family organisation there were
clearly defined rules, but in the more democratic organization
of Crastwood Heights, there are many paths from which to choose,"9
It concluded there appears to be a growing convergence between
^Richard M. Titmuss, Essays on the welfare state (London: George
Allan and Unwin, 1963) p. 93. ïitmùss was specifically referring 
to demographic changes in Britain, but pointed out that the trends 
he was noting were similar in most western industrial societies,
TWilliam F, Ogburn and Meyer F, Nimkoff, Technology and the chang­
ing family (Cambridge mss: Riverside Press 1955)» This work
provides, within a framework of technological determinism, an 
historical review of changes in the American family, Ernest W, 
Burgess and Harvey T. Locke, The family: from institution to
companionship (New York: American Book Co., 1953)» also deals
with this subject, with particular stress on the emergence of 
the newly important and relatively isolated nuclear family,
à
Goode, 0£, cit. p, 2,
In this most recent and comprehensive treatment of the subject, 
Goode gives both an historical and a cross-cultural review of 
family change,
9john R, Seeley, Alexander R, Simm, and Elizabeth V/, Loosley, 
Grestwood Heights (Toronto: i?niv, of Toronto press, 1956) p. 88,
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
10
types of social behaviour once more clearly distinguished as 
male and female.
Differences in social aspects of the male and 
female roles which were previously defined on 
the basis of biological difference alone, appear 
to be lessening in Grestwood Heights. This 
allows women to share more fully in the intellec­
tual and rational orientation towards life, while 
the men are expected to participate in home and 
child-rearing functions formerly relegated to 
the mother. 10
Within the past decade, however, attention has been 
drawn to the complexity of the problem of the change in the 
position of women. Goode takes full account not only of the 
effect of demographic changes but also of the pressure for 
change inherent in the needs of an industrialising system (for 
skill wherever it may be found). He further emphasised the 
importance of Western equalitarian ideology. None the less he 
documents the limited degree of change in the position of women, 
and points out the fact that pressures for change might be felt 
differently by different classes in society.11 Goode does not 
attempt a full explanation of his findings.
Explanations of factors 
limiting change in the position of women 
To attempt an explanation, it is necessary to piece 
together findings, contributed by different disciplines, which
l°Ibid. p. 103.
^^Goode, pp. cit. pp. 20-21.
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throw light on our subject. It is convenient to categorise 
these by degree of generality, as being made at the level of 
the social system, at the level of the family group, at the 
level of the personality (concerning the socialisation process), 
or at the biological level.
Factors operating at the
level of the general social system
When the functioning of the general social system is 
c o n s i d e r e d ,12 the interdependence of the various subsystems is 
a factor which has relevancy for any change in the position of 
women. Power and deference relationships are not limited to 
one social subsystem. Research in this area seems to suggest that 
change from an autocratic to a more democratic form of rela­
tionship between parties in one subsystem, seems to be cor­
related with a change in the same direction in other subsystems. 
Thus Stephens in his cross-cultural research into power and 
deference relationships in family and state, evaluated his 
tabulated results by stating that ... "nearly all the cases 
with extreme son-to-father and wife-to-husband deference repre­
sent groups and communities which are, or were until recently, 
parts of kingdoms" and that "when the kingdom evolved to a 
democratic state the family deference customs, after a time, 
diminish. After the state becomes democratic, the family also
12I am here trying toego beyond consideration of the very obvious 
institutionalised obstacles to women’s progress— e.g., the bar 
to women becoming members of stock exchanges, cited above.
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becomes relatively democratic”.13
The wall known study by Adomol4 and his associates on 
authoritarianism in Germany also notes a positive correlation 
between power and deference relationships in state and family 
structure and the personality formation it leads to, which in 
turn is seen as influencing the structure of the polity. Again, 
the work of Aberle and Naegelel^ seems to suggest a possible 
similar correlation between power and deference relationships in 
the economic system and in the family ; they demonstrate that 
many men try to carry over into family life the standards and 
attitudes useful in building a career.
Thus one explanation of the apparently slow development 
of equalitarianism in sex roles is that this is dependent on 
accompanying, or possibly preceding changes in power relation­
ships in other subsystems which have not materialised. 
Technological changes might favour a change in the economic role 
of women without having an equivalent effect on her prestige 
and power.
Another factor operating at the level of the general 
social system limiting a change in the position of women, is 
the fact already noted that forces for change are experienced
^?W.N. Stephans, The family in cross-cultural perspective 
(New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1963), pp." 326-339.
Adorno, et al., The authoritarian personality (New York 
Harper Bros. 195ÔT.
^^D.F. Aberle, and K.D. Naegele, "Middle-class father’s occupa­
tional role and attitudes towards children", AJOP, ''ol. XX 
(1952), pp. 366-78.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
13
in varying degrees by members of different social classes. This 
has been demonstrated in the work of Kohn^^ and McKinley^? which 
shows that working class families tend to be more authoritarian 
than middle class families, both with respect to the husband’s 
attitude to his wife, and with respect to the parental treatment 
of children. G o o d e f i n d i n g s  in this area suggest that the 
differing impact, according to class, of forces favouring equal­
itarianism results in a situation in which these forces are in 
each case counterbalanced by factors tending to perpetuate the 
"status quo". He summarises the situation as follows:
since at present this philosophy is most strongly held 
among the better educated segments of the population, 
and among women more than among men, two interesting 
tensions may be seen. Lower class man concede fewer 
rights ideologically than their women in fact obtain, 
and the more educated man are likely to concede more 
rights ideologically than they in fact grant. One 
partial resolution of the latter tension is to be 
found in the frequent assertion from families of pro­
fessional man that they should not make demands which 
would interfere with his work. He takes precedence 
as professional, not as family head or as a male ; 
nevertheless, the precedence is his. 3y contrast, 
lower class men demand deference as men, as heads of 
families.
Considering specifically the impact of technological 
factors pressing towards change in the position of women, one
l^Malvin Kohn, Social class and parental values, AJS. Vol. LXIV 
(1959) p. 341, and Kohn, Social class and parenti'cHlld relation- 
ships-an interpretation, AJS, Vol. LXVIII (1963) p. 475.
^^D.G. McKinley Social class and family life (New York: F.P.
of Glencoe, 196VT,
Goode, oj^ , cit. p. 21.
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should further question not only the differential impact on 
various social classes, but also the possibility of a lessening 
impact on all classes over a period of time. The economist 
Galbralthl9, has argued that North Americans now live in an 
"affluent" consuming society in which the pressures on individ­
uals and institutions are different from those of an earlier 
phase of industrialism. A woman has a greater economic margin 
of choice as to whether she may work or be a housewife, and may 
choose a middle path of part-time work which will help the family 
budget, but not usually challenge the greater social prestige 
of her husband. Again, increased educational opportunities may 
lead to the consequence that when new skilled positions come into 
existence, they are filled by increasingly mobile lower class 
men, rather than being made more readily available to women.
The data cited earlier in this paper concerning the sax ratio in 
positions of prestige over a period of time, both in Canada and 
the United States of America, would seem to indicate that this 
in fact may be what is happening. At the same time, the increas­
ed employment of working class women in non-domestic jobs does 
handicap the career oriented woman in her search for adequate 
domestic help.
In summary, than, at the level of the general social 
system various factors are operating which may tend to counter­
balance any socio-economic pressures favouring increased 
equality between the saxes.
^^John K. Galbraith, The affluent society (Boston: Houghton
Mifflin, 1958).
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Factors operating at the 
level of the family group
At the level of the family system, Talcott P a r s o n s ^ O  
suggested that by its nature as a group which (at least much of 
the time) is a problem solving group, the functioning of the 
family requires a process of differentiation which reinforces 
the "status quo" in the separation of male and female roles. 
Writing in 1955, Parsons related his analysis of the family as 
a social system to the analysis of small groups carried out by 
Bales. The latter had demonstrated that in the interaction of 
ad hoc problem-solving small groups, a process of differentia­
tion occurred in the successful groups, and two key roles emerged. 
These two key roles were that of "instrumental" leader and of 
"socio-emotional" leader— the instrumental leader responsible 
for getting a task done, the socio-emotional leader responsible 
for the integration of the group in handling the social and 
emotional needs of the members. This paralleled Parson’s earlier 
analysis of social systems; he had stated each social system had 
to handle problems posed by the external environnfânt and by the 
internal environment respectively. Parsons now suggested that 
in the family, group differentiation tended to coincide with sex 
and generation differences; adult parents being the leaders— the 
father the instrumental leader, the mother the "expressive" 
leader— (his term for Bales’ socio-emotional leader.)
Parsons suggested the differentiation was essential to
20
Talcott Parsons, R.F. Bales, et al. Family, socialisation and 
interaction process (Illinois: F.P. of Gienco'e, 1955) •
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the functioning of the family as a group. He attributed the 
fact that the male role was in most cultures the instrumental 
one and the female role expressive, not directly to physiological 
differences, but rather to the fact that woman’s childbearing and 
nursing functions had historically both handicapped her for an 
instrumental role and made her the natural candidate for the 
expressive role. Although he recognised that in present Western 
society childbearing and nursing functions no longer in them­
selves caused the assignment of the expressive role to women. 
Parsons suggested
it seems quite safe in general to say that the adult 
feminine role has not ceased to be anchored primarily 
in the internal affairs of the family, as wife, mother 
and manager of the household, while the role of the 
adult male is primarily anchored in the occupational 
world, in his job and through it, by his status-giving 
and income-earning functions for the family. 21
In the work under discussion, Parson’s theoretically 
deduced analysis of sex roles is reinforced empirically by his 
collaborator, Zelditch22 who finds in a cross-cultural survey of 
56 cultures, that in all but a few societies instrumental roles 
- including political and economic leadership - are played by the 
husband/father, and expressive roles by the wife/mother. Zelditch 
specifically considers whether the universality of Parson’s con­
clusions are negated by the work of anthropologist, Margaret Mead,
Zllbid. p. 21.
^^Morris Zelditch Jr. "Role differentiation in the nuclear family: 
a comparative study", in Parsons and Bales, pp. pit., chapter 
6.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
17
In her cross-cultural study 1935 of sex roles* î%ad^3 finds some 
societies in which women play instrumental roles, and some soc­
ieties in which men play expressive roles. However, Zelditch 
upholds Parson’s views in spite of l^ead’s findings, maintaining 
in some cases further evidence would throw doubt on Mead’s 
conclusions, and that the very small remainder are special cases 
which do not negate Parson’s general propositions.
Philip Slater^k, however, argued against the universality 
of the pattern described by Parsons, and said it referred to an 
earlier era in which the mother was subordinate. He claimed that 
today, especially in the mobile, loose-network family described 
by Bott25 low role differentiation probably was more functional 
to the effective socialisation of children, than a strongly 
differentiated role pattern. This was because the "de-differen- 
tiated” pattern permits better internalisation of the parental 
image, especially the father role, since learning theory shows 
only a previously rewarding figure can become an effective
^^Margaret %ad. Sex and temperament (New York: Wra. Morrow &
Co., 1935).
Margaret Mead, Male and female {New York: Wm. Morrow & Co.,
1949).
^^Philip Slater, "Parental role differentiation", AJS. Vol.
XXVII (1961), pp. 296-308.
^^Elisabeth Bott, Family and social network (London: Tavistock
Press, 1957).
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punisher and trainer. Jesse Pitts^^, felt that to son® extent 
the conflicting views just outlined resulted from a different 
level of system analysis. Pitts refined Parson’s original anal­
ysis by stating the roles of father and mother are not uniformly 
instrumental or expressive, but that the mother has an instrumen­
tal role within the household but her total output to her family 
was tension reduction and pattern maintenance— especially in middle 
class and upper class families.
In relation to our present study, then, the theoretical 
contributions of the above-mentioned sociologists studying the 
structure of the family group suggest that the needs of the family 
still lead to sex role differentiation along traditional lines, 
at least if one considers the total output of each role. In so 
far as this means that males are labelled as the most achieving 
sex, persisting role differentiation in the family can be regarded 
as another factor inhibiting the growth of equality between the 
sexes in our Western achievement oriented society.
Factors operating at the 
level of the personality
Because of the important socialising function of the 
family, factors operating at the level of the family group can 
only theoretically be separated from factors operating at the 
level of the personality. However, it is necessary to make the
Jesse R. Pitts "The structural-functional approach"; in H.T, 
Christensen ed. Handbook of marriage and the family (Chicago 
Rand, McNally and Co., '1"964).
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distinction in aid of conceptual clarity. Since the area of 
the personality, as it is effected through the socialisation 
process by family structure and interaction patterns, is espec­
ially explored in this thesis, full consideration of it will be 
reserved for the section in which our own theoretical framework 
is outlined, 27 after factors operating at the biological level 
have been given consideration.
Factors operating 
at the biological level
On the basis of her anthropological studies, Margaret 
Mead, finding no uniform distinction of roles between the sexes, 
suggested that whatever a society may decide a man’s task should 
be, there is "a need for prestige which will outstrip the prestige 
which is accorded to any won©n".28 This she attributed to the 
fact that men "by nature" were "intrusive" and women by nature 
"inceptive".
Harlow a psychologist, studied the bahaviour pattern of 
rhesus monkeys, and noted the greater aggression of males, and 
passivity of females— as well as the caressing predilection of 
females and concluded, "I am convinced these data have almost
27see -below p. 23 ff.
^%ead, Male and female. 1949, pp. 159-60.
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total generality to man".29 Hamburg and Lunde*s30 review of 
experimental studies of primates supports Harlow’s findings as 
to the males’ greater tendency to be aggressive and engage in 
rough play, and the females’ greater tendency to be passive and 
withdraw. Through hormonal research Young, 6oy and Phoenix^^ 
have attempted to link sex differences in behaviour with sex 
hormones. They gave pregnant monkeys the male sex hormone androgen. 
The female offspring of these monkeys were more likely than a 
control group to threaten, initiate action, and engage in rough 
play, and less likely to withdraw from threat or play.
Research at the level of humans linking biological endow­
ment with sexual behaviour has so far been limited to descriptive 
clinical studies (unfortunately without satisfactory controls and 
with small samples)• Some of these studies which bear on our 
present area of interest are those concerning castrates and 
hermaphrodites. These studies suggest that early assignment of 
sex and sax role experience are dominant influences in human 
behaviour. Money, Hampson and Hampson^^ studied hermaphrodites;
2QH.F. Harlow, "The heterosexual affectional system in monkeys".
Vol. XVII (1962), p. 5.
Hamburg and D.T, Lunde, "Sex hormones in the development 
of sex differences in human behaviour"; in Eleanor Maccoby 
ed. The development of sex differences (Stanford: Stanford
Un. Press 1967).
Young, R. Goy, and C. Phoenix, "Hormones and sexual 
behaviour," Science. Vol. CXLIII (I964), pp. 212-18.
0 0
J. Money, J.G. Hampson, and J.L. Hampson, "Imprinting and the 
establishment of gender role", AMA. Arch. Naur, and Fsvch.. 
Vol LXXVII, (1957), pp. 333-6.
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those children were assigned at birth to one sex because of exter­
nal genital characteristics and reassigned later to the other sex, 
so their social sex identity would correspond with their internal 
sexual characteristics. Money and Hampson report in these cases 
the existence of critical age period phenomena suggestive of a 
reaction similar to imprinting in humans ; if the reassignment 
occured before the age of 3-4 years later sexual adjustment was 
normal, if done after this age, real maladjustment seemed to 
result.
The findings just cited seem to suggest that if hormones 
are influential in shaping human behaviour, they take effect 
probably only in interaction with pre-determined and more import­
ant cultural conditioning. However, the case is sometimes made 
for a greater degree of biological determinism in the matter of 
sex role differentiation. Garai and Scheinfeld33 distinguish the 
developmental path of the normal female from the normal male.
They note that the female matures earlier; produces more estrogens 
and has a much lower production of androgens than the male ; has 
a slighter anatomical structure with smaller bones, slighter mus­
cles and less fatty tissue; has much less genetic defectiveness, 
and greater resistance to most diseases; with puberty, goes through 
the specific female process of menstruation, ovulation pregnancy 
and menopause. Garai and Scheinfeld then survey findings concern­
ing differing male and female behaviour, stressing particularly 
the generally superior ability of boys in problem solving.
33joseph E. Garai and Amram Scheinfeld "Sex differences in mental 
and behavioral traits", Genetic Psvch. Monographs Vol. LXXVII 
- 2nd half. (1968) pp. 169-299
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together with their stimulation to further effort by failure, in 
contrast to girls* greater response to reinforcement by praise or 
social recognition. Garai and Scheinfeld interpret this as 
indicating the greater "achievement" motivation of the male as 
against the "affillative" motivation of the female. They then 
link the noted traits with the biological facts. Their explan­
ation suggests that the congenitally stronger male with his 
greater output of energy (characterised by faster metabolism) 
has "innate drive" which leads him to act on and transform the 
environment, and search for control over objects. The average 
female by contrast, is presented as "content to absorb experience 
passively, waiting for the stimulation from the environment to 
impinge upon her senses before she reacts."34 Females are thus 
more inclined to be interested in the opposite sex and marriage, 
than vocational plans.
The foregoing explanation probably overemphasises the 
contribution of biological factors to sex role differentiation. 
This is suggested by a consideration of differences in achieve­
ment motivation between working class and middle class boys35 
differences which can be more convincingly interpreted in terras 
of socialisation experiences than innate biological factors.
34ibid. p. 271.
This has been confirmed by a number of studies, but perhaps it
t A.B. Hollingshead, Elmtown’s Youth
35
is sufficient here to lis _ , .
(New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc. 1949.) and William H.
Sewell, Archie 0. Haller, and Murray A. Straus, "Social Status 
and educational and occupational aspirations: ASR Vol. XXII 
(1957) pp. 70,71.
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None the less, writers such as Parsons^^ are probably correct in 
attributing the historical development of the sexual division of 
labour to physiological factors such as the greater strength of 
the male along with the limited mobility of the pregnant or nurs­
ing female,37 The fact of childbearing, moreover, continues to 
have consequences on the sexual division of labour today, while 
it seems also quite possible that a slightly lower general level 
of aggression amongst females, and higher level of aggression 
among males38 may assist the perpetuation of current cultural 
stereotypes of sexual roles. On balance then, it seems reason­
able to conclude that biological factors contribute to sex role 
differentiation today, even if the advent of machinery to replace 
physical strength, as well as reliable methods of birth control 
and infant formula feedings make gross biological differences less 
important than formerly.
Present theoretical orientation; factors operating 
at the level of the personality and the socialisation process 
It can be seen, that when explanations at the level of
^^Parsons, o£. cit.
^^The experience of the Israeli "Kibbutzim" is interesting in this 
regard: here communes were founded with the expressed goal of
ensuring ideological and practical equality between the sexes, 
and steps were taken to free women from domestic chores; how­
ever the greater strength of the male, plus the interruption 
of women’s assignments by the needs of childbearing and nursing, 
brought about some division of labour. See M.E. Spiro Kibbutz : 
Venture in Utopia (Mass: Harvard Un. Press, 1956).
^^Linked, in each case, with hormone production, as cited above
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the general social system, the family group, and the biological 
level are reviewed, what is discovered is not a cluster of 
competing hypotheses, but rather a number of interrelated factors. 
At each level there are factors limiting the development of sex­
ual equality, which interact with and further reinforce each other.
The present study will focus on the part played by the 
socialisation process in limiting the development of equalitar- 
ianisra. There are two justifications for this focus; first, this 
area seems to have had relatively little exploration (perhaps 
because it lies on the border of the two disciplines of sociology 
and social psychology.) Secondly, and more importantly, this 
seems to be a crucial area, in which there must be change at least 
accompanying, and perhaps preceding, changes at the level of the 
general social system.
It is necessary to consider the process of socialisation 
in greater detail in order to understand why it should be con­
sidered of such importance. In approaching the question of 
socialisation we accept Clausen’s definition when he states
Socialisation entails the establishment of social ties, 
the development of language, the achieving of an image 
of self and of ’other’— that is, the basis for reciprocal 
interaction upon symbolic processes— the learning of 
skills, sentiments and motivations necessary for social 
participation and, in general the social orientation of 
the child and the orientation of the adult as he achieves 
new group memberships.39
39J.A. Clausen, "Research on socialisation and personality 
development in the United States and France : remarks on the
paper by Professor Chombard de Lauwe," ASR. Vol XXI (1966)
p. 250.
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Considering more particularly socialisation for sexual 
role. we recognise that there are conflicting theories as to the 
nature of this process, but find Kohlberg’s^O cognitive develop­
mental view of a child’s socialisation for his or her sexual role 
convincing and helpful in illuminating our problem. Opposing 
his view both to the psychoanalytic approach (focusing on identi­
fication mechanisms) on one hand, and to a social learning approach 
(focusing on reinforcement) on the other, and building on the work 
of developmental psychologist Piaget^l, Kohlberg suggests that 
sexual identifications with parents are primarily derivatives of 
the child’s basic labelled sexual identity and his self- 
maintaining motives. He reviews data to suggest that gender 
identity (cognitive self-categorisation as boy or girl) is the 
critical organiser of sex-role attitudes, and it results from a 
simple reality judgement made usually late in the second year 
of life, which, once made, is relatively irreversible.
Importantly for our study here, Kohlberg further argues 
that basic self-categorisations determine basic valuings— and 
by 3-4 years of age— once the boy has stably categorised himself 
as male, he then values positively those objects and acts con­
sistent with his gender identity— (and similarly for the girl.)
^ Lawrence Kohlberg, "A cognitive-developmental analysis of 
children’s sex-role concepts and attitudes", in Eleanor 
Maccoby ed. The development of sex differences (Stanford: 
Stanford Univ. Press, 1967) pp. 92-1667'
Piaget The origins of intelligence (New York: Int. Univ.
Press, I952IÜ
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As a child becomes older, however, his egocentric tendency is 
tempered by increased tendencies towards objective and consistent 
values and self concepts. At this point children of both sexes 
become increasingly aware of power-prestige stereotyping in 
society which appeals to a (postulated) primary competence value.
Reviewing data concerning same-sex preferences of children 
aged 5-8 years, Kohlberg concludes that the responses received 
from children aged 5-8 years can only be explained by the fact 
that during this age period both sexes award greater value or 
prestige to the male role. Kohlberg points out boys* same-sex 
preferences increase regularly with age, while girls* do not, 
in a fashion consistent with his hypothesis. Kohlberg supports 
his interpretation of the data on girls* same-sex preferences 
at different ages, by noting a close parallel in age trends of 
same-race preferences of mildly disadvantaged racial groups.
He goes on to stress, however, that although sex-role value stereo­
types may affect girls* sex-typed preferences, they do not make 
girls want to give up their gender identity, because adult female 
stereotypes are positive enough to make femininity attractive to 
young girls. Thus, although the stereotype of adult femininity 
is inferior in power and competence to the male, it is superior 
to that of a child of either sex. Besides, stereotypes of femin­
inity rate higher than stereotypes of masculinity in a number 
of areas of value or prestige— i.e., in "niceness", "attractive­
ness", etc. Kohlberg finally emphasises the moralisation of sex 
role stereotypes .... an individual's need to adapt to the
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physical realities of his identity becomes a moral obligation.
If Kohlberg*8 theory explaining socialisation for sexual 
role is accepted, what light does it shed on the central question 
being considered here, as to which factors militate against the 
development of real equality between the sexes? The most import­
ant point seems to be that, in the process of becoming socialised 
for her sexual role, a girl simultaneously develops a concept of 
her sex as essentially a little inferlor--in the ability to achieve 
or obtain power outside the family. One could anticipate this 
would discourage later achievement in society, on the part of 
the individual woman, and deter the feminine sex in general from 
supporting the award of high prestige roles to women. Survey 
data reinforces this conclusion. In 1966 the Canadian Institute 
of Public 0 p i n i o n ^ 2  carried out a poll to find out attitudes to 
women entering the ministry. It is interesting to note that 
more men were in favour of this step— 55 per cent of the men 
against 50 per cent of the women— and correspondingly only 31 
per cent of the men actively opposed the idea, against 36 per 
cent of the women.
A logical refinement of Kohlberg’s theory is that the 
masculine and feminine stereotypes internalized by a child, 
although not exclusively derived from its family must (by degree 
of exposure) be strongly coloured by the values, attitudes and 
behaviour patterns of the members of the immediate family: in
other words, a child’s knowledge of the relative positions and
^^Canadian Institute of Public Opinion. Gallup poll of Canada.
August, 1966.
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and prestige of the sexes in society will be mediated by the 
value system and interaction patterns of its family. In the 
case of a girl, we can deduce her sense of self confidence as 
well as her selection of goals in life will be strongly influen­
ced by her perception of both parents; of her mother, as the same 
sex parent, and of her father, as the parent having most prestige 
and power. A boy, on the other hand would normally be doubly 
influenced by his father as both same sex and most powerful 
parent.
Relating this to our central question concerning the 
position of women in society, our hypothesis is that the achieve­
ment of women in society is linked, through the socialisation 
process,with the family structure. More specifically, we would 
hypothesise that a traditional family with well differentiated 
roles and a value system favouring male dominance, would social­
ise a girl to regard her gender identity as inferior, with 
ensuing results on her achievement in areas external to the family, 
In contrast we would hypothesise an "equalitarian", relatively 
democratic family stznicture, would mitigate the effect of a 
girl’s awareness of power-prestige stereotyping (by sex) in 
society.43 We would further hypothesise that these differences 
in a girl’s concept of her gender identity would be reflected 
in her ability to achieve academically (I.Q. being controlled.)
^^The concepts used here of "traditional" and "equalitarian" 
families will be concisely defined in an operational definition 
later in this thesis. At this point it is perhaps sufficient 
to state that by "traditional" we refer to a family with a 
relatively sharply differentiated role structure— by age and 
sex; ideology and power distribution favouring male dominance-- 
while the "equalitarian" family has a relatively loosely- 
differentiated role structure and equalitarian liberal ideology.
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If we then consider conceptualising the effect of family 
structure on a boy’s sense of gender identity, we can logically 
anticipate that the same family structure variable might have a 
differential effect by sex. We would hypothesise that there 
would be a positive correlation between a boy’s academic achieve­
ment and membership in an equalitarian family— but that this 
would be less pronounced than in the case of girls. This is 
because with the male the traditional family, while it allows 
less power to a child than an equalitarian family, has the 
mitigating factor for a boy of stressing male competency.44 
Consideration of empirical evidence relevant to our 
theoretically deduced propositions concerning socialisation for 
sexual role - This reveals most of the studies in the area are 
limited to male achievement. Rosen45 in studying the generally 
low level of achievement motivation among Brazilian youth attri­
buted this to the strong subordination of the son to parents in 
Brazil. In a separate report derived from studies of North 
American high school students, Rosen46 suggests that high
44
One must also take into account the fact that the distribution 
of positive affect within the family may not be an altogether 
independent variable; i.e., the traditional family might be 
more likely to survive intact as a family in spite of low affect 
between parents, while the modern equalitarian family by defin­
ition involves respect between its members and is unlikely to 
continue to function without additionally some measure of 
positive affect at least between the spouses,
45B.C. Rosen, "Socialization and achievement motivation in 
Brazil", A ^  Vol IXVll (1962) pp. 612-624.
^^B.C. Rosen, "Family structure and achievement motivation",
ASR Vol XXVI (1961) pp. 524-585
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achievement in boys depends on three aspects of the child’s soc­
ialisation— firstly, achievement training, secondly, independence 
training, and thirdly, autonomy. Rosen finds role differentia­
tion in middle class families as relatively effective in achieve­
ment training for boys— and (in line with Parson’s instrumental/ 
expressive dichotomy referred to earlier) views the father’s role 
as being one which directs the sons to independence and autonomy 
(by providing competitive situations and delimiting personal 
involvement)« The mother’s role in contrast through deep personal 
involvement and affective rewards and punishments is conducive 
to achievement motivation. Strodtbeck et al47 analysing family 
interaction process find; firstly the distribution of power, 
and secondly the degree of value consensus in the father-mother- 
son triad, are predictors of high achievement behaviour. He 
argues that the amount of power a son has, influences his concept 
of his own ability to rationally master his environment.
Bronfenbrenner48 also concentrating primarily on the 
development of achievement potential in males, does stress the 
variation of socialisation practices and family interaction 
patterns by class in his study of the familial antecedents of 
leadership and responsibility. He stresses, particularly,
47?.L. Strodtbeck, at al "Evaluations of occupations, a reflec­
tion of Jewish anT”Italian mobility differences" ASR Vol XX, 
(1957) pp. 546-553.
F.L. Strodtbeck al "Family interaction values and achieve­
ment", in B.C. McClelland, ed. Talent and Society (Princeton, 
N.J.: Van Nostrand Co., 195%).
4&Urie Bronfenbrenner, "Some familial antecedents of responsi­
bility and leadership in adolescents", in P. Bass and B.N. 
Bass eds. Studies in Leadership (New York: Holt, Rinehart
and Winston," 19587.
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the mother's behaviour-lower class mothers being moM domineering 
and rejecting than middle class ones, and so discouraging achieve­
ment potential in their offspring. In an earlier review of 25 
years of child/parent relationships up to 1958 he also stated
Over the entire ... period studied, parent-child relation­
ships in the middle class are consistently reported as 
more acceptant and equalitarian, while those in the 
working class are oriented toward maintaining order and 
obedience.49
This is seen as a response to their life situations in families 
of different classes. Melvin Kohn^O has summarised Bronfenbren- 
ner's interpretation and his own as suggesting the following 
interpretive model: social classconditions of life—^values
-^behaviour. This bears only indirectly on our central area 
of investigation— differences in achievement between the sexes—  
but clearly an analogous model for sex difference is suggested 
— i.e., sexconditions of life-^values-^behaviour.
Murray Straus51 has probably carried out the greatest 
number of studies in the area of personality structure as it 
is affected by family interaction patterns. In 1959 in research 
on a population of 28? high school boys, Straus conceptualised 
husband/wife relationships along the dimension of dominance—  
submission, in a more complex fashion than a simple dichotomy
^^Urie Bronfenbrenner, "Socialisation and social class through 
time and space, in Eleanor Maccoby, T.E, Newcomb, and S.L. 
Hartley, eds. Readings in social psychology {New York:
Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 195%).
^^Kohn, o£. cit.. 1963.
^^Murray A. Straus, "Conjugal power structure and adolescent 
personality, "J. Nfetrr and Fam. Liv.. Vol. XXIV (1962) pp. 
17-25.
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of traditional and modern. Straus found the following types of 
power distribution in the parents of these boys: firstly,
equalitarian (or "autonomic" as Straus calls them)--40^; secondly, 
husband-dominant— 25^; thirdly, conflicting (both seeking to 
dominate)— 23%; and fourthly, wife-dominant--12%. Influenced 
by Talcott Parson's work,which was reviewed in the first part 
of this chapter, Straus hypothesised the wife-dominant type of 
structure in the family would be associated with high-achieving 
but tense and rejecting sons; the equalitarian spouse relation­
ship would be associated with sons well integrated in the family 
system and relatively anxiety free, but who would also be low 
achievers in systems external to the family (e.g., school).
He hypothesised sons from husband-dominant families would occupy 
a position midway between the two above positions, whilst those 
from conflict families would be low on all measures of perform 
ance. In fact, Straus's data showed, that sons from equalitarian 
families were relatively free from anxiety and were well inte­
grated in the family; they were not, however, low on scores 
measuring achievement or low on scores measuring orientation 
towards future goal attainment. The sons of wife-dominant fami­
lies were anxious and rejecting of their families as predicted, 
but were not high achievers, or oriented towards future goal 
attainment. The sons from husband-dominated families placed in 
the predicted position as regards anxiety and degree of inte­
gration in the family, but Straus's hypothesis concerning 
achievement and goal attainment were not confirmed. For our 
purposes, the interesting fact about these results is that they
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
33
would give much greater support to our present deductions, than 
they do for hypotheses deduced from Parsonian theory.
Straus's own conclusion at the time was that further 
research was needed into the significance of variations in family 
structure. In 1967 Straus52 carried out a study of the influence 
of sex of child and social class on instrumental and expressive 
family roles by observing parent-child interaction in problem 
solving, in a laboratory setting. Testing again hypotheses 
based on the Parsonian theory concerning instrumental and expres­
sive roles Straus found that fathers were more controlling of 
their sons than their daughters, but mothers were not more con­
trolling of their daughters. The hypothesis that daughters 
would be the recipients of more supportive acts was only true 
of the mothers. Boys were awarded more power than girls as 
anticipated, but the expected greater supportiveness of girls 
was true only of the middle class part of Straus's sample (who 
were both more supporting and more controlling than the working 
class part of the sample.) The husbands predominated in both 
the instrumental and the expressive roles, especially in the 
middle class. Because of the relatively low performance of 
working class husbands, wives exercised more power in these 
groups than did their husbands. Here again then, Straus's 
findings failed to support a hypothesis deduced from Parson's 
theory that family sex role differentiation falls into special­
ised instrumental and expressive patterns, but on the contrary
 ^Murray A, Straus "The influence of sex of child and social 
class on instrumental and expressive family roles in a labor­
atory setting. "Sociolojgy and Soc. Research. Vol LII (1967) 
pp. 7-21.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
34
seam to emphasise an all-round subordination of the foinalo role ; 
it is interesting that the middle class husbands predominated 
in the expressive roles as well as the instrumental.
Eleanor Maccoby’s53 recent exhaustive review of sex 
differences in intellectual functioning has as its purpose the 
evaluation of possible explanations of differences found between 
the performance of boys and girls on a variety of intellectual 
tasks. Indirectly however, her study points to conclusions 
which are relevant for our area of investigation. Maccoby sum­
marises her review of numerous studies concerning sox differences 
in intellectual performance by stating,
The studies cited so far indicate that analytic thinking, 
creativity, and high general intelligence are associated 
with cross sax-typing, in that men and boys who score 
high are more feminine, and the women and girls more 
masculine, than their low-scoring same sex counterparts.54
This evidence is uniformly consistent for girls, a little less
consistent for boys. In this context, by cross sex typing
Maccoby means that individuals share more of the interests and
activities normally characteristic of the opposite sex.
Going on to consider correlations between parent child 
relationships and intellectual functioning, Maccoby finds a rel­
atively small number of studies, but these agree in reporting 
quite substantial sex differences in the kinds of parental 
behaviour that relate to a child’s intellectual ability.
53&ieanor Maccoby, "Sex differences in intellectual functioning" 
in E. Maccoby ed. The development of sex differences (Stanford 
Univ. Press, 1^66) ."'Tp~%5-5r.- ----------------- -
p. 35.
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The studies show that maternal warmth during early life is 
expecially important for boys, but while a fairly warm environ­
ment is favourable for girls also, the crucial factor is relative 
freedom from imternal restriction. These findings of Maccoby’s 
suggest that children of both sexes with good intellectual achieve 
ment are more likely to come from families with a relatively 
low degree of sex role differentiation, and in which girls are 
encouraged to play an active rather than a passive role; both 
these qualities are attributes of an equalitarian family.
Karanieyer*s55 study of the relationship between birth 
order and orientations towards the feminine sox role among 
college women, finds that the oldest girl is more likely to have 
a traditional orientation to the feminine role than younger 
daughters. This draws attention to the fact that demographic 
variables within families, as well as tho role structure on which 
we are focusing, may be of significance in a study in this area. 
Nona the leas, wo would expect that roles and interaction pat­
terns would tend to transcend the demographic variables (older 
daughters may be more traditionally oriented than younger 
daughters in the same families, but it seems probable that, if 
raised in equalitarian families, they would usually be less 
traditionally oriented than younger daughters from very tradi­
tional families.) The fact that Schoonover56 found no
^^Kenneth Kammeyer, "Birth order and the feminine sex role 
among college women" ASR Vol XXXI (1966) pp. 508-515.
^^S.M. Schoonover "The relationship of intelligence and
achievement to birth order, sex of sibling, and age interval," 
J. of Ed. Psychol. Vol L (1959) pp. 143-6.
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relationship between birth order and academic performance, sug­
gests that in the present study, investigating the relationship 
between family interaction patterns and feminine achievement, 
this variable need not be controlled; this is because in seek­
ing to test the hypothesised positive relationship between girls’ 
achievement and socialisation in an equalitarian family, we are 
taking school performance as a measure of a child’s ability to 
perform outside the family.
Summary
A review of the literature demonstrates the fact that, 
in spite of technological and demographic changes and the exist­
ence of an equalitarian ideology, the achievement of women in 
North America of positions of prestige or power has not attained 
the level that might be anticipated from these factors. While 
the number of women entering the labour force has shown a steady 
increase in the past 20 years, few women ach4®ve top positions 
either in the economy or the polity, and the ratio of men to 
women in Universities in Canada is in fact declining. It seems, 
therefore, necessary to explore factors limiting the change in 
the position of women in society.
Early theories of family change are simplistic and lack 
empirical verification; current theory in the field of the family 
has not attained the systematic organisation which could lead 
to hypotheses explaining the slow pace of change of the position 
of women in society. Evaluating tentative explanations of this 
phenomenon, it may be recognised that these have been made at
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different levels of generality; i.e., at the level of the social 
system, at the level of the family group, at the level of person­
ality (or socialisation process) and at the biological level. 
These explanations are not seen as competing, but rather as a 
related sequence. At each level factors are found limiting the 
development of sexual equality, which interact with and re­
inforce each other.
In this research the focus is on the factors operating 
at the level of the personality, and concerning the socialisation 
process for sexual identity. This area has received little 
exploration, and factors operating at the level of the socialis­
ation process are seen as crucial, being far less resistant to 
change, than factors operating at the biological level. It 
also seems probable, that without accompanying changes at the 
level of the socialisation process, changes at the level of the 
social system will be limited. Kohlberg’s cognitive develop­
mental view of a child’s socialisation for his or her sexual role 
is accepted; he sees sex role attitudes as shaped not by bio­
logical instincts but by a child’s cognitive organisation of 
social role concepts around physical dimensions, and his view 
stresses the fact that shortly after a child becomes aware of 
his or her sexual categorisation, ha or she is made conscious 
of power-prestige stereotyping by sex in society. A girl becomes 
aware that her sex is less powerful and has less prestige in the 
social system, and this becomes part of her feminine self- 
concept. This equips her poorly for achievement of her maximum 
potential outside the family, and may push her into compensating
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by emphasising more strongly in her self concept the more passive, 
traditionally approved feminine values such as "niceness”.
In this research we reason that a logical refinement of 
Kohlberg's theory is that a child's knowledge of power-prestige 
stereotyping in society, although not exclusively reached through 
his experience in his family, mist none the less be strongly 
influenced by his experience in this first primary group. We 
hypothesise that a girl in an equalitarian family is likely to 
have a more positive opinion of herself, and of her ability to 
master her environment and achieve outside the family than a 
girl from a traditional family, in Wiich the feminine role is 
differentiated from the masculine role to a greater extent, and 
the value system upholds the ideology of male dominance. We 
further hypothesise that there will be a less positive correl­
ation for boys, between achievement and having an equalitarian 
family, since for the male the traditional family, vdiile it allows 
lass power to a child than an equalitarian family, has the compen­
sation for a boy of stressing male competency. Research relevant 
to our hypotheses is reviewed, and found to offer some support, 
although up to the present time, studies have predominantly focus­
ed on male achievement. Research by Rosen, Strodtbeck, Bronfen­
brenner and Straus . demonstrates links between family structure, 
socialisation experiences and achievement in boys, and equalitar­
ian family traits favouring achievement. Studies reviewed by 
Zôaccoby relating parental behaviour to intellectual achievement 
of girls provides suggestive evidence that equalitarian family 
structure may also be positively related to achievement in female 
children.
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RESEARCH DESIGN 
Considerations in Research Design 
Difficulties of Research in Family area
Research in the family area has to contend with three 
especial handicaps. In the first place, in our society the 
family is a very private area, and anyone investigating family 
structure and interaction patterns can expect considerable 
resistance. Secondly, there is a high risk of invalid findings, 
because, ideology influences responses^, and answers to ques­
tionnaires or structured interviews may produce findings which 
would not be confirmed by objective observations. Thirdly, if 
a researcher uses observation to achieve validity (as Strodtbeck^ 
does in his "revealed difference technique")— or a series of 
loosely structured interviews, (like Burgess and Cottrell^ in 
their study of marriage),— this type of approach tends to be 
limited to research with small samples^, or to the rare, heavily 
financed research project5,
^This is emphasised by Goode, op.cit p. 68.
2
F.L, Strodtbeck, ".Husband-wife interaction over revealed 
differences," ^  Vol. XVI (1951) pp. 468-73.
Burgess and L.S. Cottrell Jr. Predicting success or 
failure in marriage. (Englewood Cliffs", iNew Jersey— Prentice 
Hall Inc. Ï93Ï7. ■
4as in Strodtbeck’s study just cited.
3as in the study of Burgess and^^ottroll cited above.
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These difficulties relating to privacy, bias, and expense 
of time and money, are further compounded by the lack of concept­
ual clarity in the field of family research. Zelditch's^ recent 
research survey on power in the family concluded it is not pre­
sently possible to cumulate research findings because of the 
many diverse operational definitions that have been employed. 
Zelditch found for example that family power structure did not 
remain stable when the task or decision-making situations varied. 
However, contemporary research suggests that family power struc­
ture is relatively resistant to change.7
This study, attempts to meet the problems of privacy, 
bias, and expense of time, by employing a variety of approaches. 
The main instrument adopted will be part of a questionnaire 
presently being used in large scale research in Canada, in the 
hope that at a later date results can be fruitfully cross 
checked.
Focus of Design on Children’s School Achievement
The decision to study children was made on both theor­
etical and practical grounds. Children aged ten to thirteen 
years are old enough to exhibit the cumulated effects of the
^1. Zelditch Jr., "Family, marriage and kinship", in R.fi.L. 
Faris ed. Handbook of modern sociology (Chicago; Rand,
McNally, 1^64).
7
See for instance, the work of Robert M. Bloode Jr. and D.M.
Wolfe Husbands and wives— the dynamics of married living,
(New York: F.PV of Glencoe, I960)• These researchers found
that wives who worked had an increased share in decision 
making in some areas (financial) but at the same time their 
husbands gained more authority in other areas (home management) 
so that essentially the same balance of power remained.
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socialisation process within the family, but should not yet be 
too influenced by adolescent strivings for independence. More­
over, there is no possibility here of making an (ideal) longi­
tudinal study, and retrospective studies are invariably biased 
by selective recall, and projection into the past of current 
factors. Most important, by studying children one can obtain 
information on the family as it is at a time when it is still 
important in the socialisation process.
Practically, it is our opinion that you may get a more 
accurate picture of what happens in family life (in the areas 
presently of interest to us) from a child, than you may from an 
adult who tends consciously or unconsciously to be influenced 
by cultural norms.8 it is also difficult to motivate the 
average person to analyse his family life for the benefits of 
research. In school children, while it is important to obtain 
their interest and rapport, one has captive subjects (if the 
educational authorities permit access.) One methodological aim 
of this study is to see whether a questionnaire administered to 
children can accurately elicit background family information.
A subsample of this group will be examined through other approa­
ches to assess the validity of the instrument. If the question­
naire, or parts of it, are substantially validated, it would be 
feasible to carry out at little expense a larger-scale descrip­
tive study.
The decision to study the academic achievement of children 
with the hope this will provide clues to adult performance, needs
^Of course children are also influenced by cultural norms, but at 
the age of our sample are probably not as aware as their parents 
of cultural norms applying to family behaviour.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
42
justification in view of the reasons set forth for our decision 
to study children. If studying children means that family struc­
ture and interaction patterns can be investigated as factors 
important in the socialisation process, this does not relate 
achievement of children to achievement in later life.
Research related to developmental consistency in academic 
performance shows different patterns for children of each sex.
In Shaw and McCuen*s study, male achievers and underachievers9 
demonstrated achieving or underachieving patterns as early as 
Grade 3 and these were consistently evident thereafter. Female 
students presented a different picture ; through Grade 5 the fe­
males who were later to become underachievers tended to exceed 
later high achievers in grade point average ; it was only in Grade 
6 that the (ultimately) high achievers attained a superior grade 
point average, although this difference was maintained subsequent­
ly up to Grade 12. A Toronto study by Barrett^O in 1957, (not 
differentiating the sexes) finds the pattern of underachievement 
apparent by Grade 5« These studies provide a source of confid­
ence that school grades in Canadian schools in Grade 7, 6 and 
perhaps 5, may be taken as consistent with later school 
performance.
9h,G. Shaw and J.T, McCuen, "The onset of academic under- 
achievement in bright children”. J. of Ed. Psychol. Vol. LI 
(i960) pp. 103-8. These investigators took two groups of 
children with carefully matched I.Q. and compared actual 
against predicted performance.
.0. Barrett, "An intensive study of thirty-two gifted 
children." Personnel and Guidance Journal Vol. XXXVI 
(1957) p. 192. This is a study using a small sample, but 
carried out in some depth.
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It is true that Coleman^^, working with Grade 7 students, 
reported evidence suggesting that peer group norms in some Cali­
fornia schools had brought about a moderation in the achievement 
level of a group of brilliant girls, his interpretation being 
that it was felt unfeminine and unpopular to be a brilliant girl 
scholar. However, what he was reporting may have been the end 
result of the inconsistent developmental patterns for girls 
already noted, i.e. by Grade 7 girls with considerable natural 
ability but incomplete motivation for autonomous development^^ 
were showing the decline in performance we would predict.
Perhaps the inconsistency in girls* achievement trends as against 
boys* lies in the fact that those girls who achieve early, do so 
because they are conformist (at first conforming to family and 
teachers* pressures.) When they reach the age at which peer 
group pressure rivals parents* and teachers* pressure they simply 
change the area of their conformity. Girls with more autonomous 
development, on the contrary, may have been more independent all 
along, which may have had the result of lowering their grades 
early on, but will enable them to achieve well later, if academic 
achievement becomes a goal.
This brings us to the question of the relationship of 
girls* school performance to their achievement in society in 
adult life. Obviously there is no one-to-one relationship. In 
the first place, throughout public school and high school, girls
^^James S. Coleman, The adolescent society (Glencoe, Illinois:- 
The Free Press, 196T)1
our view due to the socialisation for gender role in their 
family.
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out perfora boys in school.13 However Maccoby notes that "in 
adulthood, after graduation from school, man achieve substant­
ially more than women in almost any aspect of intellectual 
activity where achievements can be compared— books, articles 
written, artistic productivity, and scientific achievements."14 
Ginzbergl5 lists the contingencies for an educated woman of the 
nature of her husband’s work, the location of the family’s resi­
dence, the special needs of her children, the availability of 
suitable work, and her attitude and her husband’s towards working 
mothers, all as affecting her acheivement opportunities. However, 
Maccoby*s evidence suggests this is not a complete explanation 
of differences in adult achievement, since she refers to a 1956 
Radcliffe study of Ph.d*sl& which showed women Ph.d’s with 
academic positions had published substantially less than their 
male colleagues, and this was equally true of married and 
unmarried women.
The conclusion may be drawn that there are other factors 
militating against women’s achievement in adulthood, other than 
the "contingencies" of the married role mentioned by Ginzberg 
(important though these may be,) as well as the obvious
13Maccoby, op, cit. pp. 27-8.
^^Ibid, loc. cit.
Ginzberg and Assoc. Life styles of educated women (New 
York: Columbia Univ. Press’,' l9o6.)
^^Radcliffe committee on graduate education for women, Graduate 
education for women (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, '
195#.
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institutionalised barriers to feminine achievement. Perhaps 
Ginzberg*s research provides a clue. Ha analysed the life style 
of achieving women and found 5?^ had highly individualistic styles 
emphasising self-direction, and another 10% had influential styles 
with focus on influencing persons or events, and only 38% had 
more traditional feminine life styles. This fits with our own 
hypothesis that female achievement is linked with feminine self 
concept and equalitarian values, and if we can demonstrate an 
association between achievement and self-concept related to sex 
role in girls of ten to thirteen years, Ginzberg*s work provides 
suggestive evidence that this may be linked conceptually with 
achievement in adult women.
Method
Purpose of Present Study
The general intent of this study is to examine the present 
position of women in Western society, and particularly to attempt 
to isolate reasons for the relative stability of this position, 
despite the many factors which would seem to favour change. To 
achieve this purpose the relationship between family structure 
and achievement in children is being investigated based on the 
assumption that these are related through socialisation for sex 
role.
Type of Study
The study is theoretical, in so far as it emphasises the 
incorporation analytically of intervening variables to interpret
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the process underlying the empirical relationship studied. It 
is diagnostic in the sense that by intensively investigating the 
limited area of family structure and achievement in children, 
it is hoped to obtain findings which will illuminate the wide 
and relatively unexplored area of the changing position of women 
in society.
Population and Sample
Ideal design. The ideal study design would be to obtain 
a universe of all children aged ten to thirteen years and of 
average intelligence in a total school population (Roman Catholic 
and public), administer the "children*s questionnaire" and through 
this select children from equalitarian and traditional families.
A randomly obtained subsample of each of these two groups could 
then be selected for a check on the validity of the categorisa­
tion of their families by: (1) interview by professional expert;
(2) Bales* interaction process analysis; and (3) cross checking 
with identical questionnaires administered to siblings and similar 
ones to parents. If the categorisation of the children as 
belonging to equalitarian or traditional families was validated, 
their achievement in school could then be correlated, and the 
deductions made could be tentatively generalised to a wider 
population.
In the present study, however, such a design was ruled 
out by the School Board's refusal to involve the families of the 
children studied, and also by the decision that they would consent 
only to a small scale study, and not one which involved large
j
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
47
numbers of children (because of the pressure on children's time.) 
Moreover, the time limits set for the present research prevented 
such a large scale study.
Selected design. The alternative selected has been to 
forego random sampling in favour of a focused sample, and select 
2 main groups representing highly achieving and underachieving 
children.
Part of the sample of underachieving children has been 
obtained from the Guelph Community Psychiatric Hospital^?, so 
that the main instrument, a children's questionnaire, could be 
validated (as measuring the family structure of the children's 
families}• This would be done by 1) assessment of the family 
structure through an unstructured interview of the total family 
carried out by the researcher (who is a trained social worker)
— to avoid bias the interview is to be taped and subsequently 
evaluated by a psychiatrist; 2) by assessment of the family 
structure through the scoring of the above interviews through 
Bales' method of interaction process analysis; 3) by comparison 
of results from the children's questionnaires with results from 
questionnaires administered to other family members.
In selecting the sample from the Community Psychiatric 
Hospital, only boys and girls born in North America from ten to
17The Community Psychiatric Hospital is designated a hospital 
under the Community Psychiatric Hospital Act, but is, in fact, 
an out-patient facility in which psychiatrists, psychologists 
and social workers meet the needs of the community; since the 
separate school system has no psychologist and the public 
school system only 1 for the whole of Wellington County, many 
of the referrals have been essentially achievement problems.
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thirteen years of age were considered. It was felt ten was the 
minimum age at which one could expect a child reliably to answer 
the questionnaire. The upper limit of thirteen was set because, 
in discussing this matter with professional expertsl8, opinion 
was unanimous that up to the age of fourteen, reporting by 
children tended to be fairly honest descriptions of how they 
perceived situations.19 As a child moved into the later adoles­
cent years when children are normally facing the problem of their 
own identity and of separating themselves emotionally from their 
families, one could expect much more self consciousness in replies, 
and much more distortion from over-reactions to current family 
dynamics.
An attempt was made to rule out major factors contribut­
ing to under achievement, or high achievement, but not relevant 
to our present study. Intelligence was controlled, and only 
children with average to high average intelligence were included 
--(95 to 115 on the W.I.S.C.^®, or the equivalent range on 
standardised group tests if W.I.S.C. results were not obtainable). 
Children from broken homes, or grossly conflicted families21 were 
also ruled out, to exclude children who were probably under-
IBA psychiatrist, a school psychologist and two teachers.
19Accuracy in reporting, however, could be expected to depend 
considerably on whether the children were in a position to 
know all the facts pertain!^ to the information which they 
were called on to give. This fact was taken into account in 
the design of the questionnaire.
^%echsler Intelligence Scale for Children.
21These two factors were determined by: (l) the referral data;
(2) the opinion of the professional intake worker.
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achieving because of extreme stress at home. In a further effort 
to control stress, we also excluded any child exhibiting severe 
behaviour disturbance or diagnosed as psychotic (candidates for 
our underachieving sample being rated by a psychiatrist for this 
purpose.) Finally, children with indications of organic problems 
— (minimal brain damage or other conditions) were also excluded 
— data on all children being obtained to check for symptoms of 
such conditions, and if there was any doubt, the situation was 
clarified by psychometric or medical evaluation. Children were 
classified as underachieving if they were receiving failing 
grades or if they were, (through repeating previous grades) 
working at a level appropriate to children one year or more 
younger than themselves, and obtaining a bare pass (C average). 
Under the stringent conditions of selection described above,
9 boys and 9 girls were selected from the group of child patients 
available between June, 1968, and June, 1969.2%
The balance and greater part of our sample containing 
both underachieving and highly achieving children was obtained 
from a large combined junior high (grades 7 and 8) and public 
school in Guelph,%3 The underachieving part of this sample from 
the school was selected on the same basis as the sample from the 
Community Psychiatric Hospital, with the difference that the
22These ware the only childz*en who met all our selection cri­
teria. The fact that there was an equal number of boys and 
girls was coincidental,
23
This school served an urban residential area, predominantly 
middle class, with a small area of upper middle class housing, 
and a small area of working class homes. Guelph has a pop­
ulation of 54,000.
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data available to exclude disturbed children, or children with 
possible organic damage or from grossly conflicted families were 
less extensive. However, wherever there were suggestions, in 
the Ontario School record,%4 that these factors might operate, 
such cases wa.re excluded.
The highly achi0ving%5 students selected from the school 
system ware selected from the same age and I.Q. range as the 
underachieving students and with the same exclusions made as 
regards children born outside North America, or with family or 
personal circumstances likely to distort the findings. The only 
difference was tîiat the achieving students had an A grade average.
It was originally planned to limit selection of children 
to Grades 6 and 7> in view of the developmental pattern of girl 
achievers discussed by us above,%6 The school had 130 
pupils in Grade 7 and 0$ in Grade 6, and of these 188 were 
between the age of ten and thirteen on June 1, 1969. However, 
these grades yielded only 60 children for our sample, and so it 
was felt necessary to search Grade 5 for any other children who 
met our selection requirements, and we found another 17 children. 
In view of the fact that Canadian research%7 showed the
24The Ontario School Record is transferred from school to school 
with a child, and contains a record not only of academic achieve­
ment, but teachers' coavaents concerning the child and pertinent 
observations concerning the family. It also contains a record 
of any known medical or psychiatric assessment.
25
From hereon, "highly achieving" students will be referred to 
as "achieving students", for brevity.
2^See above, pp. 4%-3.
27Barrett, op, cit.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
51
developmental change occurring in Grade 5, and because it was 
the end of the school year, this step was felt to be legitimate. 
However, as a further precaution Ontario School Record cards for 
children in grades 5-7%& were scrutinised to check the children's 
achievement records since they began school. No developmental 
pattern was evident for either sex.
Our sample consisted of Protestant children, with the 
exception of 3 Roman Catholic children.
The most serious problem faced was to find a way in which 
to control for socio-economic status. This was considered very 
desirable in view of the fact we know that working class families 
are more likely to have traditional and middle class families an 
equalitarian structure^?. We also know that achievement is posi­
tively correlated with high social class, except for the very 
highest level30. Unfortunately, the position of the School Board 
ruled out the obvious solution of enlarging the sample, so that 
there would be enough children in each category to check the 
family structure of children of each possible combination of sex, 
class, and achievement pattern. A second solution would have 
been to select only children one particular class, but again 
this was practically out of the question. On checking our com­
bined hospital and school samples, however, it was found that
gd
All O.S.R. cards were checked, regardless whether the records 
concerned children in our sample.
^%ronfenbrenner, 1958.
30David E. Lavin The prediction of academic performance (New 
York: Russell Sage Foundation, 1965), pp. 125-6.
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almost half the cases fell into the broad category of lower middle 
classai and it was decided that this group would be large enough 
to attempt a further breakdown which would control class simply.
Before going on to describe methods of data collection, 
it must be emphasised that it was recognised that in this study 
the sample could not be considered representative of any universe. 
However, it was felt that if the main instrument used— the 
children's questionnaire— was validated by the present study, 
and if the data obtained from the present research offered 
support for the hypotheses tested, this would lay the ground 
work for later large scale research which could establish the 
generalisability of the findings.
Collection of Data
The data ware collected in June and July, 1969.
School Sample. The data from the school were obtained 
in two stages. During the last week of the school term, when the 
year's Grades were available, I searched the Ontario School Rec­
ords for all children in Grades 5 to 7* Every child who met our 
selection criteria was noted. The Ontario School Record gave 
necessary information on age, place of birth, marital status of 
parents, occupation of father, school records from the time a 
child began in the school system (with a transfer progress summary 
from school systems outside Ontario, if the child had moved into 
the Ontario system from another area in Canada or the United 
States.) Grades for the year ending June, 1969, were also
3^See below p. 53 for an operational definition of this category.
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available from the Ontario School Record and I.Q. ratings. The 
latter were obtained either from administration of the W.I.S.C., 
or from several other standardised group tests. The Grade 7
I.Q. scores had been obtained during the current year; the Grade 
6 and Grade 5 children in some cases had recently obtained scores, 
and in other cases they were 1 to 2 years old, as the Guelph 
schools administer tests routinely in Grades 4 and 7. Details 
concerning physical handicaps, medical treatmnt or personality 
disorder were also available from the Ontario School Record.
When the sample of children had been selected, the ques­
tionnaires to be administered to them were precoded to identify 
each child as belonging either to the achieving or underachiev­
ing sample, and also to indicate the child's socio-economic 
status. The latter was assigned on the basis of the father's 
occupation using Blishen's revised socio-economic index32; 
Blishen's index was divided into three parts, the two cut off 
points being at points 35.00 and 50.00 of his index.33 This 
yielded three broad socio-economic groupings corresponding to 
upper and upper middle class (classified here as Social Glass 
I); middle and lower middle class (classified here as Social 
Class II); and working class (classified here as Social Class 
III).
The questionnaires were administered on June 25th, 1969, 
to the children in two groups supervised by the Principal and
^^Bernard R. Blishen, "A socio-economic index for occupations 
in Canada", Canadian Review of Sociology and Anthropology, 
Vol. IV (i967r~ppT4r:53:—  ------------
^^Ibid. See copy of scale, with divisions, in Appendix I.
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his Vice-principal. The children ranged from 20-45 minutes in 
the time taken to complete the questionnaires. The teachers 
gave the children questionnaires which had been appropriately 
pre-coded for achievement and socio-economic status.34 This 
safeguarded the anonymity of the children from the researcher, 
and protected the school board from adverse family reactions.
A copy of the questionnaire is contained in the Appendix II; 
specific instructions were given in the questionnaire to help 
the children complete it, and the teachers were also told how 
the form was designed so children could consult them in case of 
difficulties. The teachers initially explained to the children 
that the school had been asked to cooperate with a Community 
Agency in some research concerning families, and they happened 
to be selected to complete the questionnaires. It was pointed 
out that the researcher had no interest in the individual child 
and their contribution would be anonymous and would not affect 
their school standing. The children were told not to put their 
names on the questionnaires.
Hospital sample. Data from the hospital were obtained 
during the last two weeks in June on a rather tight schedule 
because the viewing room (essential to the Bales* interaction
•J I
Thus a child from a professional family who was under­
achieving got a questionnaire coded I for socio-economic status, 
and U.A. for underachievement. The teacher was guided by 
my class list designating each child's code number.
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scoring) was about to be reconstructed. Systematic sampling 
was used to select half of the families of the total sample of 
18 children for interviewing, and for scoring by Bales* method. 
The families of the remaining half of the sample were given 
questionnaires only, and these were mailed. The parents of the 
first half of the sample selected were telephoned, and it was 
explained we desired to see the child and it's family again.
When the families attended the hospital, questionnaires were 
given to the child patient and any siblings old enough to com­
plete them (10 years or more in age) ; the parents were also 
each given parents* questionnaires,35 It was explained we were 
doing some research into families of our patients and their 
cooperation was requested (and obtained in each case.) As the 
hospital has relied on completed forms for extensive information 
gathering, the procedure probably did not cause too much surprise. 
Each family member was asked to fill out the form independently, 
and not to check with other family members until after the forms 
were completed (in practice this meant until after they had been 
interviewed, too.) Seating arrangements were provided which 
facilitated this independence of each family member in completing 
the questionnaire. The questionnaires took about 20 minutes to 
complete.
Immediately afterwards the families were interviewed.
It was first explained that instead of making notes during the
35
The purpose of this being to validate the assignment of families 
to categories on the basis of the structure deduced from the 
questionnaires given (with the remainder of the sample) to only 
one member of the family. It was also desired to assess 
differences in ideology between parents and children.
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interview, the interviewer had assistants making a record of the 
interview next door, and they could hear and observe the family.
The matter was presented as a convenient way of recording group 
or family interviews, and the consent of each family was asked 
for and obtained. It was felt it would not have been ethical to 
delay this request until the end of the interview, and some 
families were sophisticated enough to recognise the "one way 
w i n d o w " .56 During the interview a tape recorder was also operated 
in the observation room, and the tapes were then given to a 
psychiatrist on staff at the hospital, who specialises in family 
therapy, to assess the family structure.37
Two concerns during this part of the data collection ware, 
firstly, the possibility that the administration of the ques­
tionnaire before the interview might contaminate the results of 
the interview, and secondly, the effect of the presence of the 
interviewer on the course of the interview. The first problem 
was unavoidable, given the tight schedule circumscribing us; it 
was felt, moreover, that the questionnaire should not contaminate 
the interview too seriously, since the questionnaire was specific 
and geared to role differentiation, while the interview was general, 
only very loosely structured, and designed primarily to facili­
tate observation of actual behaviour. Admittedly, the psychia­
trist would also be basing his ratings partly on content, and
^^After the first few minutes the observers were forgotten - 
even to the point where women would go up to the viewing 
window and apply their lipstick with the assistance of its* 
mirror reflection.
37“''He was asked to assess the family on four dimensions— see 
below. Pp. 6 6 - 7 .
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perhaps his findings would be more likely to be contaminated.
The second problem, as to how typical the behaviour patterns of 
a family in the presence of an interviewer might be, was also 
unavoidable, because it was not realistic to expect families to 
inconvenience themselves to come in to the hospital and then 
sit and discuss some hypothetical problem for a long period with­
out any obvious advantage to themselves. Instead, at the outset 
the interviewer asked them to help her understand how each of 
them ’saw* their family, so she could get a better understanding 
of it. The interview was very loosely structured.
A third and final collection of data took place in July, 
1969. It was found that no measure of reliability was available 
for parts of the questionnaire.39 it was, therefore, arranged 
with the Y.M.&W.C.A. that I6 boys and 16 girls aged 10-13 years 
should be given the children’s questionnaire at the very begin­
ning and again at the end of a two week camp period. Question­
naires were numbered but not identified, and the same children 
were assigned the same numbers on each occasion.40 The camp 
sample contained children from each of our three socio-economic
3^It would not be accurate to describe the interviewer’s approach as 
completely non-directive. On the basis of earlier experience with 
families, it was decided this would not be practicable, because of 
the unspoken consensus evident in some families to allow one mem­
ber of the family to be spokesman in the interview situation.
So the interviewer permitted herself to make openings for other 
family members— e.g. "how did you see that, Mr. X?" or "what did 
you feel about that?" to the children. At the same time, this 
type of intervention was limited, so that family patterns of 
dominance and submission could become fully evident.
39For details, see section dealing with instruments, below p. 6 3.
^^The children were instructed by the camp counsellor to make a pri­
vate note of their number, and make sure they obtained the same 
number when they completed the second batch of questionnaires.
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groups.
Instruments and measuring techniques
Children’s questionnaire. This was the main instrument 
used, and a copy of it is included in Appendix II,
It was decided in this study to utilise part of an instru- 
mnt currently being employed in Canada in wide-scale research. 
This is the questionnaire administered to 7,000 children aged 
10 - 16 years in Ontario, British Columbia, Nova Scotia and 
Quebec, by the research team of the Royal Commission on the Status 
of Women. The team operated under the direction of project 
director. Dr. Ronald Lambert, of Waterloo University. While the 
purpose of this descriptive research carried out by the Commis­
sion included some of our aims, their questionnaire also covered 
areas outside our field of study.^ -l We, therefore, only included 
relevant sections in our own questionnaire. The sections we did 
include were unchanged from Lambert’s form, with the exception 
that two items were dropped because they essentialy duplicated 
two alternate items, and one item (refusing dating privileges) 
was ommitted because it seemed inapplicable to our aged sample.
The instrument is made up of 5 parts, the first part being 
subdivided into 6 sections. The questionnaire was designed to 
yield data in the following areas
Part I. Differentiation of parental role in six areas:- 
Section (A) - Task performance in household chores.
^^e.g., school milieu.
^^Each section yields data in one area, with the exception of 
Section F in question 31, which is scored along with the other 
questions in this section for differentiation, but is also 
researched in Section F.
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Section (B) - Representation of family in interaction
with outside persons and groups.
Section (C) - Discipline of children.
Section (D) - Nurturing behaviour with children.
Section (E) - Allocation of power in family matters.
Section (F)43 _ General dominance of father or mother.
Part II. Degree of Child Power - (Question #38).
Part III. Ideology of child; traditional or 
equalitarian - (Question #39).
Part IV. Degree of affect between parents - (Question 
#40).
Part V.^ - Child’s semantic differentiation of 
boys and girls.
- Child’s self concept.
In using a child’s questionnaire for the main instrument, 
it was recognised there were advantages and disadvantages. One 
advantage was felt to be that a child’s reply might be more 
spontaneous and less subject to conscious or unconscious distor­
tion to conform to culturally approved norms than that of an 
adult. A second advantage was ease of administration through
^^This is made up of question 37, and question 31, rescored here 
for direction (the difference between scoring for differentia­
tion, and for direction, is explained later.)
^^The section on ’Canada’ is retained only as a check on response 
bias, e.g., if a child ringed 4 consistently, it could mean 
either that he differentiated little between the concepts boy 
and girl, and had a moderate self-concept - or that he lazily 
adopted a response pattern. It was felt that if the child 
did not differentiate in his treatment of ’Canada’, this would 
indicate a response pattern.
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the school system. The main disadvantage was the fact that some 
aspects of family life cannot easily be explored through a child’s 
perception. Thus it seemed reasonable to question a child’s abil­
ity to estimate the over-all balance of power between his parents. 
Therefore the questionnaire did not ask the child to make a general 
judgement in this area.45 Instead, two questions46 included in 
Part I, (dealing with the differentiation of parental roles) were 
used to elicit the child’s opinion as to which parent was the 
ultimate authority in economic and disciplinary matters. The 
underlying assumption of the researcher here, was that these 
are two areas which might indicate whether husband or wife had 
the final authority in the family, where the child was in a posi­
tion to make a judgement. This assumption could be tested through 
the data obtained from the hospital subsample.47
A similar difficulty presented itself in connection with 
Part II of the children’s questionnaire - (concerning the child’s 
power, or "say" in the family decisions.) The assumption that 
this would elicit data on a child’s perception of his power in 
the family seemed permissable, but the conclusion that this 
accurately reflected his actual power in the family required
^^Such a question, with its obvious appeal to a child’s loyal­
ties, would furthermore be liable to distortion in case of a 
child’s particular loyalty to one parent.
^^Questions #31 and #37. Fora discussion of the seven point 
rating scales used in Part i and Parts IV and V, see below p.62,
7^]3y cross-checking questionnaire data with findings obtained 
through the Bales technique, as wall as from the psychiatric 
rating and the parents’ questionnaires.
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validation. It was therefore planned to use the psychiatric 
rating of the hospital sub-sample to test the validity of Part
II. The satisfactory reliability^# of Part II of the question­
naire had been established by Dr. Lambert, who established this 
by the test-retest method in 1967.^9
Part III of the "children’s questionnaire" is concerned 
with the child’s Ideology, conceptualised in terms of "tradition­
al" and "equalitarian" (or "modern"). Lambert took the eight 
items from Kammeyer’s^O scales, seven from his scale designed 
to tap attitudes concerning sex role behaviour, and one from his 
personality belief scale. Lambert adopted this abridged version 
of Kammeyer’s scales because pre-testing had indicated children 
had some difficulty in understanding certain items. Lambert 
submitted his abridged scale to the same test-retest procedure 
described above in the case of Part II, the reliability co­
efficient was *75.51
Part IV of the "children’s questionnaire" was included, 
to allow for the control of affect between parents, as a separate 
variable. Part V of the questionnaire was designed to elicit
In the sense of the repetition of the same responses over a 
period of time.
49Interview with Ronald D, Lambert, projects director. Royal 
Commission on the Status of Women April 16, 1969. Unfortunate­
ly it is not possible to refer to documentary material in con­
nection with Lambert’s research until this is released for 
publication by the Royal Commission. Lambert reported test- 
retesting 100 children, 10 - 16 years old, with time interval 
of 6 weeks. He obtained a reliability co-efficient of *69.
^^Kenneth Kammeyer, "The feminine role: an analysis of attitude 
ciconsistency, "J. Marr. and Pam.. Vol. XXVI (19o4), pp. 295-305. 
Reported in interview with Lambert, April 10, I969.
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information concerning the semantic differentiation made by a 
child between boys and girls, and to gain data on the child’s 
self-image. Lambert selected items for this section which he 
judged normatively good or bad in content to permit separate 
indices of evaluation of the sexes to be derived. The scales 
presented in this part, like those used in Parts I and IV ware 
seven point rating scales. If a child had any difficulty in 
understanding them, they were likened to thermometers "except 
that they measure something else". As abstract as they were, 
Lambert reported his children had no difficulty in understanding 
them; my own pretest of the questionnaire with four children seen 
at the hospital, but excluded from our sample, confirmed this.
Part V of the "children’s questionnaire" was designed 
to obtain data on the respondent’s self concept, and his differ­
ing concept of boys and girls, measured by Lambert’s scale using 
the semantic differential technique. This technique is a rating 
procedure introduced by Osgood52 for the measurement of concep­
tual meaning. The reliability and validity of this method has 
been broadly established in research with adults and children 
carried on over the past seventeen years.53
^^Charles S. Osgood "The nature and masure ment of meaning", 
Psychol. Bull.. Vol. XLIX (1952) pp. 197-237. The technique 
involves a set of seven point scales terminating in bipolar 
adjectives. S’s are asked to rate each concept on the entire 
set of scales, and the rating profile which results is said 
to indicate the meaning of the concept.
53For the widely differing uses to which this measuring technique 
has been adopted, see James Snider and Charles Osgood ed. 
Semantic differential technique ; a sourcebook Chicago :
Aldine Publ. Co.,""”*
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To test the reliability of the "children’s questionnaire" 
as a whole, the present study used the test-retest method on a 
sample of thirty-two boys and girls aged ten to thirteen years 
from the Y.M. and Y.W.G.A*, having a two week period between 
administrations of the questionnaire. Differences in test scores 
on the two administrations were assessed for each individual by 
t tests. No difference reached significance at the .05 level - 
(t value ranged from *02 to 1*4 with 14 degrees of freedom.)
For the total group the t value obtained for the difference be­
tween the means of the two administrations was 1*28 (p. = .20, 
not significant.) It was concluded therefore that scores show 
satisfactory reliability over time.
It was planned that the validity of the "children’s 
questionnaire^'would be tested by the remaining instruments used 
in this research (described below) ; also by the administration 
of the "children’s questionnaire" to siblings aged ten to six­
teen years54j of children selected in our hospital subsample.
"Parent’s questionnaire".55 This instrument administered 
by us to both mother and father in our hospital sub-sample, con­
sisted of two main parts. The first part consisted of ten items 
concerned with differentiation of husband and wife’s task per­
formance in different family activities - (items 1-9), and of 
their power or leadership in different areas of responsibility - 
(items 10-15). The second part was made up of three scales,
^^Lambert designed this instrument to be readily understandable 
by a ten year old child, at the same time avoiding items so 
juvenile they would be inapplicable to a sixteen year old,
55see Appendix III.
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designed to discriminate between parents having traditional, 
modern or internfâdiate (referred to here as "confused") ideolog­
ies. The three scales making up this section were, firstly, 
Lambert’s own especially devised scale to measure traditionalism 
- (items 20-36), and Kammeyer’s^^ scales measuring female per­
sonality traits - (items 40-43) and feminine role behaviour (items 
44-57). Thus the first part of the "parent’s questionnaire" 
provided a check on Part I of the "children’s questionnaire", 
and the second part related to Part III of the "children’s 
questionnaire", allowing us to see in our sub-sample whether, 
and in what circumstances, parents and children shared the same 
ideology.
Bales Interaction Process Analysis of family interviews. 
The functional theories on which this method of analysing group 
interaction is based, the elaborate procedure for training obser­
vers for this method, as well as the details of scoring, are 
outlined in Bales book.57 4 sample score sheet is contained in 
our Appendix VI, showing the categories under which scores were 
listed. Bales’ method is concerned with the process of inter­
action, not the content, and all interaction, including non­
verbal (such as smiles) are scored. Originally used to trace 
the interaction process in ad hoc problem solving groups, the 
method has been satisfactorily adapted to measure the group
^^Kammayer 1964» He found consistency of scores on each of these 
two scales.
57op. cit.
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process in a range of situations, including the measurement of 
family interaction,5# in home and laboratory setting. Each 
group member is scored as initiator and target of acts, which 
are listed in a series of categories, broadly divided into pos­
itive and negative task and socio-emotional areas. A profile 
of family interaction can be derived from this, which reveals 
the structural family characteristics, related to power or leader­
ship, and integration.
Bales stressed that the reliability of his method depended 
on the rigorous training and pretesting of the observers. In the 
present study, two volunteer housewives {university graduates 
in their late 20’s), were put through Bales’ graduated training 
procedure for six weeks. At the end of this period their relia­
bility in scoring a training interview was checked, and found 
to satisfy Bales’ standard of reliability.59 Unfortunately, at 
this point one volunteer had to drop out of the program. A 
substitute was found in a young, newly trained female social 
worker. Due to the imminent dismantling of the observation 
facilities, she had to be trained in a crash program, over two
56For a summary of research in this area, see David H. Olson,
"The measurement of family power by self-report and behavioral 
methods," J. Marr. and Fam. Vol. XXXI (1969) pp. 545-550.
^^Bales used the chi square method of testing the reliability 
of the two observers. He reasoned that the fit between the 
two frequencies should be close to be acceptable, and 
arbitrarily set the maximum chi square at the «50 (not 0.5) 
probability level.
In connection with our use of observers, we should point out 
Bales prefers a lay observer, who takes ’the role of generalised 
other* in the group at a relatively superficial level.
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weeks. Her performance in unitising (measuring number of scores) 
did not equate with the seasoned volunteer observers, and her 
perspective (as a professional) occasionally differed slightly.
In spite of this, the scoring of the two observers on a final 
test interview was closely similar and in the same direction 
in each category. It was therefore decided to procédé with the 
interviews, using both observers, as a crude check on observer 
reliability.
The use of the Bales method of observation in the hospital 
sub-sample provided a behavioral method of assessing family inter­
action and structure, to serve as a check on the information 
obtained from family members* reports. By careful training of 
the observers59, bias from this source was controlled to a con­
siderable degree. The main limitation of this method is the 
fact that no consideration can be made of the content of the 
family discussion. For this reason, rating by a psychiatrist 
of the taped interviews was used in addition to the Bales scoring 
process.
Rating bv psychiatrist. The psyohiatristGO, was asked 
to rate the families on— 1) task differentiation; 2) power^l 
and leadership; 3) solidarity6%; and 4) ideology. In making
^%r, S, McTavish, director, Community Psychiatric Hospital, Guelph.
^^Defined as ability to influence a decision making process, 
despite resistance.
62To include expression of positive and negative affect, on the 
part of individuals, any combinations of family members, or 
the family as a whole.
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his rating, the psychiatrist was asked to consider both horizon­
tal and vertical (intergenerational) dimensions of family 
relationships. He was asked to assign each family to a low, 
medium or high category in differentiation of tasks and power 
by sex and generation. In the same way he was asked to rate 
families as having high or low solidarity, and to rate the degree 
of integration or nurturing behaviour exhibited by each parent. 
Finally, he was asked to rate the value system of each parent 
as traditional, modern or confused. In addition to formal ratings, 
he was asked to give a freely formulated impression of the family.
Major Concepts
Our operational definition of the concepts "high achiev­
ing" and "underachieving" children has been presented in the 
section dealing with data collection.So much empirical re­
search has been devoted to the achievement of children in recent 
years, and so many measuring instruments devised and tested, 
that the task was fairly simple. When a search was made for 
empirical models to use in an operational definition of "tradi­
tional" and "equalitarian" families, it became evident that 
there was little substantial data,&4 although Jacobson&5, focus­
ing on marital roles, placed husbands* and wives* role conceptions 
on a continuum varying from the traditional to the equalitarian
^^See above pp. 49-50
researcher had to procédé on a "hypothetical definition of the 
traditional role pattern", derived from the literature (which he 
reviewed), in the "absence of data"— Ernest R. Mowrer "The dif­
ferentiation of husband and wife roles", J. Marr and Fam. Vol. 
x m  (1969) p. 539.
^^Alver H, Jacobson "Conflict of attitudes toward the roles of 
husband and wife in marriage", ASR Vol. XVII (1952) pp. 146-50.
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--as early as 1952. Part of the problem appeared to stem from 
the fact that the family had only infrequently been the analytic 
unit, and quite rarely the empirical unit used in research.&&
There is therefore a concentration of research focusing on the 
power balance of the marital dyad or on parent/child relationships. 
Additionally soiae researchers^?, in an effort to do justice to 
the complexity of the problem, refined the concepts of traditional 
«nd equalitarian (or modern) families by breaking them dov/n into 
several, narrower categories. This was considered impractical 
in the present research, in view of the size of sample.
In these circumstances tho present study was guided by 
the theoretical model of the family system of functional soci­
ologists.^^ This identifies four main functional subsystems 
of the family:- task performance, family leadership, family 
integration and solidarity, and family value s y s t e m.When
66
This is brought out clearly in Betty J. Ruano, James D. Bruce 
and Margaret M. McDermott, "Pilgrimfs Progress II: recent
trends and prospects in family research”, J. Marr. and Fam. 
(1969) Vol. XXI pp. 688-698. This article summarises a sur­
vey of 444 articles in 12 journals 1962-8, dealing with empir­
ical data and focusing on the family as researchable unit.
The family proved to be the conceptual or analytic unit of 
analysis in only 13.3)6 of the articles, while the family as 
empirical unit dropped to 4.9/6 (even this being a sharp increase 
over such research in the previous decade).
^?e.g. Straus pp cit and 3ott op cit. , pp. 52-61.
^^Parspns and Bales, op cit., and Norman Bell and Ezra Vogel 
"Tqrard a framework for functional analysis of family behav­
iour", in Bell and Vogel, A modern introduction to the 
family. (New York: Free Press, 2nd ed., I96ÏÏ) pp. 1-34.
69Focusing on the internal process of the family. It is recog­
nised the different areas are only conceptually separate.
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the main instrument, the "children’s questionnaire" was con­
structed, an attempt was made to elicit data in these areas?®, 
and to differentiate sex and generational roles. Thus in Part 
I, Sections A, B and C were concerned respectively with parental 
task performance in household chores, representation of the family 
in interaction with outside persons and groups, and discipline 
of the children. Part I, Sections E and F were concerned with 
differentiation of parental power in family matters, and Part 
II concerned degree of child power. Part I D was concerned with 
parent to child behaviour which was integrative Ipr nurturant), 
and Part IV attempted to measure degree of affect between the 
parents?!. Part III masured the child’s value system. It was 
hoped that analysis of the value system of the family as a whole, 
and of each member, In the hospital sub-sample, would confirm 
our assumption that the young child’s value system would reflect 
that of his family.
Our original conceptualisation of a "traditional" family 
had described this type of family as having a relatively sharply
70An attempt was also made to differentiate children’s task per­
formance , by sex. A scale was pretested on four children (not 
part of our sample.) However there seemed to be some diffi­
culty on the part of the children in completing this section 
— partly because their tasks varied so much in each family.
But the deciding factor was the discovery that the children 
could not complete more than the questionnaire (as it is in 
Appendix I) without tiring. As this was the least productive 
part of the scale, it was dropped. We could not get permis­
sion to administer the questionnaire to children on two 
separate occasions.
71In so far as it could be measured as perceived by a child.
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differentiated role structure, by age and sex, with distribution 
of power, and ideology, favouring traditional male dominance 
and strong parental authority. In contrast the "equalitarian" 
family was defined as one which had a relatively small degree 
of differentiation in role structure and an equalitarian distri­
bution of power between husband and wife, a liberal allocation 
of power?^ to children, and an equalitarian, non-conservative 
ideology.
These concepts were related to our "children’s question­
naire" to give an operational definition of a "traditional" family 
as a family in which the parents received high differentiation 
scores, in task performance, including here nurturing behaviour 
and discipline— (Part I); in which parental power was strongly 
differentiated and the father rated more highly than the mother 
in degree of power— (Part I, Sections E?3 and F?4); and finally,
72Considered here as ability to influence the family decision 
making process, even in the face of resistance.
^^Differentiation (on all scales involving differentiation) was 
scored by subtracting one value from the other for each item 
of a scale— then summing these "difference scores" within each 
scale to get a total. In Part I, the total possible range of 
scores was divided into quarters, to get 4 degrees of differ­
entiation, ranging from "very low" to "high". In Parts IV 
and V, the possible score range was divided into three parts 
for 3 degrees of differentiation. Note Scoring of "Parents’ 
Questionnaire" followed the same principles.
7^Families were dichotomised as "father dominant" or "not father 
dominant", to obtain the former rating both questions had to 
rate father as dominant.
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where the child scored low in Power (Part Il75), and on the tra­
ditional end of the ideology scale— (Part By contrast
the "equalitarian" family would be defined as a family scoring 
low in Part I, with similar power scores for both parents, with 
a high child-power score and with a rating on the modern end of 
the ideology scale.
Hypotheses
Our research hypothesis predicts that, with intelligence 
controlled, most achieving girls will have an equalitarian family 
structure and most underachieving girls will have a traditional 
family structure. Additionally, it is hypothesised that more 
achieving boys than underacheiving boys will have an equalitarian 
family structure. Finally, it is predicted that the difference 
in family structure between achieving and underachieving girls 
will be greater than the difference between achieving and under­
achieving boys.
We will test the null hypotheses; 1) there is no dif­
ference in the family structure of achieving and underachieving
75In the child power scale, the four columns were weighted 1-4 
from left to right, allowing a child to score from fourteen 
to fifty-six points on the fourteen item scale. Scores 14-28 
were categorised "low" ; 29-42 were "medium',' and 43-56 "high".
76To obtain a rating on this scale, columns 1-2 were collapsed, 
as were Columns 4-5. A child scoring 5 or more in columns 
1-2 was categorised "traditional"; 5 or more in Columns 4-5 
= "non-traditional"; a residual category of "Confused" remained 
to classify children scoring less than 5 in either polar cate­
gory. Note Scoring of the ideology scales of the parents* 
questionnaire followed the same principle.
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girls; 2) there is no difference in the family structure of 
achieving and underachieving boys. If we are able to reject 
these, our alternative hypotheses are
Hypothesis 1. Most girls high in school achievement will 
come from homes with equalitarian family structure.
Hypothesis 2, Most girls low in school achievement will 
come from homes with traditional family structure.
Hypothesis 3. Most boys high in school achievement will
I
come from hones with equalitarian family structure.
Hypothesis 4* Most boys low in school achievement will 
come from homes with traditional family structure.
Hypothesis 5» The percentage of achieving girls coming 
from homes with equalitarian family structure, will exceed the 
percentage of boys from such homes.
Methods of Data Analysis
Our research measures a conceptualised "traditional" and 
"equalitarian" family structure by rating each family on a number 
of variables. It is planned initially to analyse the data by 
comparing the distribution of scores for achieving and under­
achieving females, and for achieving and underachieving males, 
in each category.77 4 preliminary analysis will be made by 
tabulating frequency distributions of raw scores within the 
intervals assigned to each scale, and additionally computing 
these in percentages. This will facilitate the selection of
77
There are eleven such categories - see pp. 58-9 above
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of variables for further analysis,78 and enable us to decide 
which adjacent columns can be collapsed to dichotomise the 
scores. Contingency tables will then be constructed and the 
chi square?? test used to determine the significance of differ­
ences between the frequencies of the achieving and underachiev­
ing groups. The null hypothesis of no difference will be rejec­
ted at the probability level of •0$,^®
The data obtained from the main instrument, the "children's 
questionnaire", will also be compared with the data obtained from 
the hospital subsample. In view of the small size of this sub­
sample, most of the information will merely be classified, for 
ease of comparison. In the case of the data scored by Bales* 
technique, an attempt to assess the reliability of the ratings 
by comparing the scores of the two observers, as suggested by 
Bales will be made. If this rigorous standard of reliability
78The different scales making up the instrument may discriminate 
in varying degrees.
79Parametric statistics were not applicable, since it could not 
be assumed that the samples were drawn from a normally 
distributed population, and since the measurement was made 
on ordinal scales, which are not isomorphic to the arithmetical 
system. The Fisher exact probability test was not used because 
of the size of the sample.
80The data for social class II girls and boys only will be tab­
ulated and compared with the data from the total sample. 
Unfortunately the number of cases in social class II will 
probably be too few to use the chi sq. test.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
74
is not achieved^!, the data will be analysed to see whether 
the observers distributed scores between categories consistently, 
at grosser level: (both observers scores will in this case be 
presented for the reader's analysis.) Matrices, showing the 
distribution of interaction by family members as initiators and 
targets will be constructed for the four main areas indicated 
by Bales® . In this way information concerning the distribution 
of authority and affect within the family can be deduced, for 
comparison with data obtained through other techniques.
8lIn view of the different length of training of the two observ­
ers, as well as of the fact that it may be more difficult to 
follow all the interaction in our family groups, than it might 
be to score interaction in the ad hoc problem solving groups 
envisaged by Bales when he set up his (suggested) standard.
82sqq Bales* interaction score form. Appendix VI.
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CHAPTER III
RESEARCH FINDINGS 
Sample
If one hundred percent response had been obtained, our 
total sample would have amounted to ninety-five children. In 
fact, we obtained seventy-five adequately completed "children's 
questionnaire" forms. Table 1 classifies the sample according 
to sex, achievement, and social class.
TABLE i.-.-Distribution of sample by sex, achievement and
social class
Sex Achievement
I
Social
II
Class
III Total
Achieving 10 10 5 25
Boys
U nderachie ving 3 9 5 17
Achieving 6 9 6 21
Girls
Underachieving 4 5 3 12
Total 23 33 19 75
Unfortunately, non-participants ware predominantly under­
achievers (eight girls and six boys) and our categories "under­
achieving girls" and "underachieving boys" were disappointingly 
low (containing twelve and seventeen, instead of potentially,
75
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
76
twenty and twenty-three children respectively.)! An analysis 
of reasons for non-participation in the "childrens* question­
naire is given in Table 2.
TABLE 2,— Reasons for non-participation in childrens*
questionnaire
Achiev­
ing
girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
girls
Achiev­
ing
boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
boys
Total
Absent at school 1 2 1 1 5
Spoiled questionnaire 
(school sample) 1 3 1 1 6
Rejected* questionnaire 
(school sample) 1 1 1 0 3
Spoiled questionnaire 
(hospital mailed sample) 0 1 0 0 1
No response 
(hospital mailed sample) 0 1 0 4 5
Total 3 8 3 6 20
»These children i^vealed on their forms that they came 
from broken homes. Children from broken homes were excluded 
from our study, on the basis of Ontario School Records. 
Apparently these three cases had escaped the knowledge of the 
school.
!sven when collecting our sample initially at the school, I found 
more cases meeting our criteria for "achieving" children, than 
underachieving. I discussed this finding with the school princi­
pal, and we felt this result was not so much a reflection of the 
actual frequency of these cases in the school population, as a 
result of a tendency of some teachers to avoid giving failing 
grades if there was any possibility of doing so. We also sus­
pected that the intelligence tests failed to do justice to some 
social class III children who came from homes with impoverished 
vocabulary--and these children vjere classed as having borderline 
intelligence— (and as such, rejected for our sample.)
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The lack of response from five families^ - (out of nine)
- sent mailed questionnaires was surprising in view of the 100 
percent response from the remainder of the hospital sample. We 
had to conclude that it was unrealistic to expect to get our 
lengthy and tedious questionnaires^ completed, unless respondents 
were provided with some incentive. In the case of that half of 
the hospital sample which involved interviewing as well as 
questionnaires, we had interpreted to the families that we were 
interested in "following up" the child who had been previously 
referred, and probably the families concerned saw themselves 
benefitting from our procedure to some extent. In the case of 
the school sample, there was considerable incentive to comply 
with the school authority’s decision, and (perhaps) to help a 
community agency with its problem.
It was recognised at the outset of this study, that 
because of our inability to obtain a large, randomly selected 
sample, it would not be possible to generalise from our present 
findings to do a larger population. This fact is underlined by 
our analysis of our actual sample in this study, with its 
indication of some degree of selective participation.
2
Follow-up letters were sent to the six families which at first 
failed to respond; only one was coaxed into co-operation. 
Families in this category account for the biggest block of non­
participant underachievers.
^The recipients of mailed questionnaires received parents* ques­
tionnaires as well as the "childrens* questionnaire"; in most 
cases there were also additional "children's questionnaires" 
to be completed by siblings.
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G ^ e ral de8çri p ^ _ g f ^ ^ b ^ ^  from "childrens' questionnai.*"
In order to summarise our data as a whole, and to demon­
strate our reason for selecting certain variables for further 
analysis, we have made a percentage comparison of the relation­
ship between our independent and dependent variables# Since our 
primary focus in this study is on achievement of girls and boys, 
we have treated achievement as an independent variable^, (using 
its categories as the bases for the percentages,) and are treat­
ing the attributes of family structure measured by our scales 
as dependent variables. Appendix IV, Tables IV— 1. to IV— 11., 
presents all this data, which we shall now review in the text, 
before preceding to test our hypotheses.
The first table, Table IV— 1, shows the relationship 
between achievement in boys and girls, and differentiation of 
their parental role in performance of household tasks. It can 
be seen that in each of our categories of achievement and sex, 
the data tend to be distributed in a normal curve between the 
four degrees of differentiation. This is especially true of 
the categories "achieving boys" and "achieving girls"; the 
category "underachieving boys" shows a peak (59 per cent) at the 
level of "low" differentiation, and underachieving girls peak
^Although we presume that a child's family structure precedes 
his level of achievement in time, it is achievement that has 
been systematically controlled in this research, and we follow 
Riley's view that "if the primary focus of attention is on one 
of the variables, than this may be treated as independent"—  
Matilda White Riley Sociological Research; II ; exercises 
and manual, New York : Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc. *1963,
p.'T38."
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at "medium" differentiation. Caution must be used in interpre­
ting the latter findings in view of the small niuabers involved 
in the underachieving categories. Perhaps it is forcing the 
data to attempt to discriminate four degrees of differentiation 
here. If one collapses the "very low” and the "low" rows, and 
the "medium" and the "high" rows, no marked difference is left 
between underachieving girls and achieving girls or bovs. Under­
achieving boys are still shown as predominantly (59 per cent) 
having parents with a low degree of differentiation in household 
tasks. This is in a different direction to that predicted.
Table IV.— 2— (relating achievement by sex with differen­
tiation of parasitai representation in community interaction), and 
Table IV.— 4— ( relating achievement by sex with the differentia­
tion of parental nurturant behaviour) shows that in these areas 
none of the children perceive their parents' behaviour as 
differentiated to any significant degree. Over 90 per cent of 
all children assign their parents' behaviour to the two categor­
ies of least differentiation, and in most cases, to the category 
"very low". These results can be interpreted in either of two 
ways: we could conclude that our measuring instruments are 
inadequate, or that in fact parental sex role behaviour is 
relatively undifferentiated in these areas. We favour the latter 
interpretation, since similar scales^ appear to discriminate 
adequately in other areas. Recent research^ also tends to support
^Such as those used in Tables IV 1 and 5*
^Strodtbeck, 196?, pp. pit.
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this interpretation.
Table IV,— 3— (relating achievement by sex with the 
differentiation of parental discipline of children), shows a 
similar pattern to Tables IV— 2 and 4, as the data obtained from 
girls are concerned. However, the data obtained from boys show 
they do perceive their parents behaviour as differentiated in 
relation to discipline, to some degree.7 Both achieving and 
underachieving boys place most of their parents in the "very 
low" and "low" differentiation categories. But 24 per cent of 
the achieving boys, and 12 per cent of the underachieving boys 
place their parents in the two highest categories of differen­
tiation. This is the reverse of what we would have predicted, 
but in view of the small number of cases actually involved (six 
achieving boys, and two underachieving boys)— little significance 
can be attached to this finding.
Inspection of Table IV— 5, 6 and 10 (relating achievement 
by sex respectively to differentiation of parental powers in 
family matters; to the general dominance of father or mother; 
and to childrens' semantic differentiation of the concepts "boys" 
and "girls" ) — show differences in the directions predicted by 
our hypotheses. To clarify the relationships, and to enable us 
to test the significance of the differences statistically, using 
the chi square test^; it is planned to collapse adjacent rows
7
It seems a reasonable assumption that this may reflect the fact 
that parents may share the discipline of girls fairly equally, 
but consider boys primarily the father's responsibility— as 
regards discipline.
%his requires at least $ units (expected frequency) in each cell.
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of the dependent variable to dichotomise the data. These find­
ings will be presented in our later section describing the 
testing of our hypotheses.
Table IV— 8.— (relating achievement by sex to a child's 
ideology)— shows that more underachieving boys than achieving 
boys have a traditional ideology, but more achieving girls than 
underachieving girls have a traditional ideology. The first 
finding fits in with our hypothesis, the second contradicts 
it. These data will also be analysed further, both by statis­
tical analysis, and by scrutiny of family data in our hospital 
sub-sample, to test the validity of our assumption that the 
child's ideology is closely related to tl:B parents'.
Table IV— 7*— (relating achievement by sex with degree 
of child power) shows that most children in all categories 
obtain scores for a medium degree of power. No girl scores 
in the high category. Ninety-two per cant of the underachiev­
ing girls have medium power scores against 62 per cent of the 
achieving girls, a finding which reverses our prediction that 
a comparison of the self-perceptions of achieving arai under­
achieving girls would show that achieving girls rate them­
selves as more powerful. The findings as regards boys are 
inconclusive— achieving boys score more than underachieving 
boys both in "high" power and "low" power categories, with 
underachieving boys strongest in the medium category. These 
findings are not amenable to further statistical analysis, but 
the validity of the child power scale in our instrument will
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be tested by comparison with data obtained from other family 
members in our hospital sub-sample.
Table IV— 9.— (relating achievement by sex to the 
demonstration of positive affect between parents)— shows very 
similar frequencies for each group for each category of child­
ren. We question the validity of this measure, because of the 
tendency of all children to rate their parents very highly on 
this instrument. It was our conclusion that either the children 
saw this section as one testing their loyalty to their parents, 
or else it was too painful for the children to admit to them­
selves that their parents did not demonstrate affection as much 
as (idealised) normal couples.
Table IV— 11.— (relating boys' and girls' achievement 
to their self concept)—  shows that all categories of children 
tended to have moderate "neutral"9 self-evaluations. However 
this tendency was especially marked for girls, who had over 
50 per cent of their scores in this row. The frequency distri­
butions for achieving and underachieving girls were almost 
identical. Fewer girls (18 per cent) than boys (26 per cent) 
evaluated themselves in a positive manner. The achieving boys 
evaluated themselves slightly more positively than the under­
achieving. Again, caution must be taken in construing these 
results, in view of the small size of our sample.
Before preceding to analyse statistically selected 
related variables from our data, it remains to consider one
9e.g. Neither good nor bad.
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additional question we attempted to answer through scrutiny of 
the total data. This pertained to the validity of our "ideal 
type" concepts, of "traditional" and "equalitarian" families.
It had been our view that the ideology of the family - traditional 
or equalitarian— had been the most salient characteristic of our 
construct. However, preliminary analysis of our data obtained 
on the child's ideology scale threw doubts on our assumption 
that this reflected the family value system. Comparison of the 
parents' and childrens’ questionnaires reinforced this view.!® 
Therefore we chose to select our data concerning general dom­
inance of father or raotheril as our base for comparison. Review­
ing the data, we found that eighteen boys (43 per cent of the 
sample of boys) and fourteen girls (42 per cent of the sample 
of girls) had father-dominant families. Of these thirty-two 
families, only thirteen also scored in the medium high or 
highest category for differentiation of parental power.!2 Again, 
only nineteen of the thirty-two father domina-nt families had 
medium high or high scores for differentiation of parental roles 
in household tasks. As regards the semantic differential, the 
children from father-dominant families only differentiated 
strongly between the concepts "boys" and "girls" in fifteen cases.
!®See belowPF^ 95-8 for analysis of parents' and childrens' question­
naires. Lambert reported that he found no significant relation­
ship between parents' and childrens' ideologies.
Lambert, personal interview, Sept. 1969.
l^Table IV— 6.
12It is to be noted the proportion for mother dominant families 
was almost identical (seven out of sixteen).
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
84
Thus there is little evidence that our ideal type 'traditional* 
and 'equalitarian' families, as we have conceptualised them, 
are grounded in reality. However, we will procédé to test our 
hyptheses and then decide whether our concepts can be sustained 
in modified form, or whether a different theoretical approach 
is necessary.
Test of hypotheses
We will now test our null hypotheses that 1) there is 
no difference in the family structure of achieving girls and 
underachieving girls, and 2) tliat there is no difference in the 
family structure of achieving and underachieving boys. For this 
purpose we will select for analysis those family structural 
variables which seemed on preliminary inspection to show differ­
ences. These are the scales measuring differentiation of 
parental power in family matters, and those measuring general 
dominance of fatter or mother.!3 Additionally we shall further 
analyse the relationship between achievement of girls and boys, 
and their degree of semantic differentiation of the concepts 
"boys" and "girls", because we here reasoned that degree of 
differentiation in conceptualisation of the sexes will vary with 
family structure.
The data is summarised in Tables 3» 4 and 5» which follow 
in the text. It will be seen that in each case categories have 
been collapsed to produce simple dichotomies.
^^See Tables IV— 5 and IV— 6 in Appendix IV.
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TABLE 3»— The relationship between achievement of girls and 
boys and the differentiation of parental power in
the family.
Differentiation of parental power
Low High Total
Achieving
girls
15 6 21
Degrees of freedom = 1
Underachieving
girls
7 5 12 Chi-square value =■ 0.1473 
(not significant)*
Total 22 11 33
Low High Total
Achieving
boys
17 8 25
Degrees of freedom =1
Underachieving
boys
7 10 17 Chi-square value = 1.9785 
(not significant)
Total 24 18 42
*p=.05
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TABLû 4.— The relationship between achievement of girls 
and boys and dominance of their father in the
family. 14
Dominance
Father
dominant
Father 
not dominant Total
Achieving
girls
8 13 21 Degrees of 
freedom = 1
Underachieving 6 
girls
6 12 Chi-square 
value = 0.0897
(not sicnifiranf1Total 14 19 33
Father
dominant
Father 
not dominant Total
Achieving
boys
12 13 25 Degrees of 
freedom = 1
Underachieving 6 
boys
11 17 Chi-square 
value =» 0.2491  
(nr»t Knificant)Total 18 24 42
14
Originally the data for this table were distributed between 
the categories 1) father dominant 2) mother dominant 3) neither 
parent dominant 4 ) mixed dominance (father and mother each
area). The present table groups categories 
2J, 3) and 4) under the rubric "father not dominant".
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TABLE 5 .— The relationship between achievement of girls 
and boys and their semantic differentiation 
of the concepts "boys” and "girls".
Degree of semantic differentiation of "boys" and "girls"
Low High Total
Achieving
girls
13 8 21 Degrees of freedom = 1 
Chi-square value = 0.0897
Underachieving
girls
6 6 12 (not significant)
Total 19 14 33
Low High Total
Achieving
boys
15 10 25
Degrees of freedom = 1
Underachie ving 
boys
5 12 17
Chi-square value =» 2.6685 
(not significant)
Total 20 22 42
The foregoing tables show that we are unable to reject 
either of our null hypotheses. In the case of the data concern­
ing girls, none of the chi-square values even approaches signif­
icance at the level chosen. (p=».05) In the case of the data 
concerning boys, all the chi-square values are higher, and that 
of Table 5 approaches significance.
^Since our alternative hypothesis predicted the direction of the 
difference, we can use the one tailed test, and we know that 
when df = 1 a chi-square of 2.71 or larger has probability of 
occurence under Ho of p « à T.IO) = .05.
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These results, however are not consistent with the conclu­
sion that we should accept the null hypothesis. Although the results 
shown in Tables 3, 4 and 5 do not achieve statistical significance, 
they are (with some exceptions which will be noted), in the direction 
predicted by the research hypothesis. Thus a larger proportion of 
achieving girls. than of underachieving girls, have families with 
a low degree of differentiation of parental power, and a larger 
proportion of achieving boys than of underachieving boys, have this 
type of family structure. However, we have to note that whereas 
we predicted this relationship would be strongest in the case of 
girls, in fact it shows most strongly in the case of boys.
When we look at Table 4, comparing the relationship between 
girls' and boys' achievement and the dominance of their father in 
the family, we find, as predicted, most achieving girls coming from 
homes in which the father is not dominant— whereas the underachieving 
girls are distributed equally between father dominant and father- 
not-dominant homes. The achieving boys are also drawn equally from 
the two categories of family, while the underachieving come predom­
inantly from father not dominant homes. The results here in the 
case of the boys, do not confirm our prediction, in so far as our 
research hypothesis predicted there would also be a negative rela­
tionship for boys between achievement and father dominance; however, 
we had qualified this hypothesis by predicting a weaker relationship 
in the case of boys.!^
Turning now to consideration of Table 5, relating achievement
^ e  have strong reservations about our instrument used to tap this 
area, but these will be discussed below, in the section analysing 
our data obtained from the hospital subsample.
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
69
of girls and boys to their semantic differentiation of the concepts 
"boys" and "girls", it is important to emphasise that we are here 
considering a presumed indirect measure of family differentiation. 
Here we are assuming that children who come from families with 
strongly differentiated sex roles will perceive "boys" and "girls” 
very differently. With this reservation held in mind, we note that 
this table shows results most strongly consistent with the research 
hypothesis. Thus most highly achieving girls as well as most 
achieving boys differentiate little between boys and girls. Under­
achieving girls are divided equally between the 2 categories of low 
differentiation and high differentiation. Underachieving boys pre­
dominantly differentiate strongly between the concepts "boys" and 
"girls". The fact that the negative relationship between achievement 
and high differentiation is stronger for boys than girls, is not 
consistent with our predictions, but otherwise all the relation­
ships are in the predicted directions.
In sum, the material presented in Tables 3, 4 and 5 does 
not enable us to reject our null hypothesis, since our statis­
tical analysis shows that any differences noted could have occur­
red by chance. However, in some cases the data appear to run in 
the correct directions. To clarify the relationships further we 
will now attempt to control for social class by considering the 
same variables, but using only the data obtained from our social 
class 11 children,
17Unfortunately we are here reduced to a very small number of cases, 
but the practical difficulties explained in Chapter 2 proved 
insurmountable.
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Effect of social class
Nineteen boys and fourteen girls out of our total sample 
of seventy-five fall into the category which we have defined oper­
ationally as "Social Class 11".^^ Comparison of the data obtained 
from children of this class, with data obtained from the sample as 
a whole, enables us to control to som extent the effect of social 
class. Tables 6, 7 and 8 make these comparisons for the variables 
measured in Tables 3, 4 and $.
Table 6.— Comparison of the distribution of data for social 
class II children, with those of the total sample, 
considering the relationship between achievement 
of girls and boys and the differentiation of par- 
__________________ ental power in family matters.__________
__________________ Differentiation of parental power_______
Total Sample Social class II
Low
differen­
tiation
High
differen­
tiation
Total
Low
differen­
tiation
High
differen­
tiation
Total
Achieving
girls
15
(71)
6
(29)
21 7
(78)
2
(22)
9
Under­
achieving
girls
7
(58)
5
(42)
12 3
(60)
2
(40)
5
Achieving
boys
17
(68)
8
(32)
25 7
(70)
3
(30)
10
Under­
achieving
boys
7
(41)
10
(59)
17 (56)
4
(44) 9
18
See above, p. 75, for breakdown of sample by social class, and 
Appendix 1 for an itemized list of the occupations contained 
in our category social class II.
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TABLE 7.—“Comparison of the distribution of data for social 
class II children, with those of the total sample, 
considering the relationship between achievement 
of girls and boys and the dominance of their father
in the family«
Dominance
Total Sample Social class II
Father
dominant
Father
not
dominant
Total Father
dominant
Father
not
dominant
Total
Achieving
girls
8
(38)
13
(62)
21 5
(56)
4
(44)
9
Under­
achieving
girls
6
(50)
6
(50)
12 2
(40)
3
(60)
5
Achieving
boys
12
(48)
13.
(52)
25 5
(50)
5
(50)
10
Under
achieving
boys
.6
(35)
11
(66)
17 5
(56)
, 4,
(44)
9
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TABLS 8.--Comparison of the distribution of data for social 
class II children, with those of the total sample, 
considering the relationship between achievement 
of girls and boys and their semantic differentia­
tion of the concepts "boys’* and ’*girls".
Degree of semantic differentiation of "boys" and "girls"
Total sample Social class II
Low
differen­
tiation
High
differen­
tiation
Total
Low
differen­
tiation
High
differen­
tiation
Total
Achieving
girls
13
(62)
8
(36)
21 7
(76)
2
(22)
9
Under­
achieving
girls
6
(50)
6
(50)
12 3
(60)
2
(40)
5
Achieving
boys
15
(60)
10
(40)
25 6
(60)
4
(40)
10
Under­
achieving
boys
(29)
12
(71)
17 3
(33)
6
(67)
9
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From the foregoing tables, it may be seen that when social 
class is controlled, the relationship between achievement and 
differentiation of parental power^^ remains the same for girls, 
and for achieving boys, {although the mild surplus of boys with 
highly differentiated families disappears.) The consistency of 
our findings between one class and the total sample gives some 
support^O to our research hypothesis, particularly where the pre­
diction concerns girls. Scrutiny of Table 7 (p. 91 ) concerned 
with dominance or non-dominance of the father in the family shows 
that with class controlled, the trends apparent in analysis of the 
total sample are obscured or reversed. This seems inconsistent 
with the results obtained in Table 6, but we feel it is probably 
due to the crudity of our instrument measuring father dominance.21 
This question will be considered further in our section analysing 
the data from the hospital sub-sample.
Consideration of Table 8, relating the achievement of boys 
and girls to their semantic differentiation of the concepts "boys" 
and "girls" reveals a strong consistency in the distribution of 
scores between the total sample and the sample of social class II 
children. This is especially interesting in view of the fact that
^^Tabla 6 p.90,
20With the reservations previously made because of the small size 
of sample, and large span of the category Social Class II.
21By dichotomising the data at this stage into father dominant and 
father-not-dominant we also forced the latter category to include 
not only equalitarian but also mother-dominant and conflicted 
homes. However these categories were separated in the original 
analysis, (Appendis IV 6) without any clear cut trends appearing.
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our statistical analysis of the total sample showed that the 
relationships almost achieved statistical significance. Thus
although the differences noted could have occurred by chance, the 
data relating achievement to semantic differentiation appear to 
be distributed in accordance with the prediction of our research 
hypothesis. This encourages the hope that a study vnlth a larger 
sample might give some support to aspects of the theory presented 
in this study, more research is required, investigating the rela­
tionship between children’s semantic differentiation of the concepts 
"boys" and "girls" with different family variables. At the present 
time we have to take into consideration the fact that we have in 
this research defined achievement in terms of school grades, and 
Maccoby22 has already established the fact that high achieving 
boys and girls share, to a greater extent than the rest of their 
sarss sex peers, personality traits typical of the opposite sex.
One explanation^^ t^is could be that the school system favours 
the optiimil development of boys who are slightly less aggressive 
than the average boy, and girls who are slightly mors aggressive 
than the average- girl. If this wer: the case, our findings in rela­
tion to the semantic differential could be explained in the same 
terms, and need not necessarily be linked with family structure,^4
22
"Kaccoby, pp. cit., (see also above, p. 34).
are various possible explanations; another could be that 
the achieving children were compensating through school achieve­
ment for lacks felt in other areas,
^^aithough further investigation might show both I-laccoby®s findings 
and our own are linked with family structure ; it is evident that 
research ia needed linking the semantic differential not only with 
family structure, but also with personality traits and achievement
of boys and girls in different types of school systems.
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Analysis of hospital sub-sample
In the hospital sub-sample, we supplemented data from 
our main instruuent, the "childrens* questionnaire", with data 
obtained from similar questionnaires administered to the child's 
parents and siblings, and with data obtained from two behavioural 
measures 1) Bales interaction process analysis, and 2) psychia­
tric ratings. Our purpose was to test the validity of the "child­
rens* questionnaire", and to obtain some qualitative information 
to help us in our interpretation of our quantitative data. The 
information concerning the hospital sub-sample is summarised in 
two of our appendices; Appendix V presents matrices on the nine 
families scored by the Bales method ; Appendis VII presents tables 
comparing the findings from all sources for the thirteen families 
which comprised the (actually obtained) hospital sub-sample.
It may be seen that in most instances the two observers 
used for the Bales scoring, produce substantially the same results, 
even if they fail to reach the rigorous standard of reliability 
prescribed by Bales.Exceptions, are the observers* scores 
for Family 4» Table 2 (instrumental area), and Family 6, Table 
2, and finally Family 9, Table 1 (positive socio-emotional area) 
and Table 2. The observers commented they were somewhat confused 
when scoring the eighth and ninth families, because of the size
25^Bales, in any case stresses this standard is an arbitrary one, 
developed in connection with the observation of ad hoc problem­
solving groups— which one might argue would tend to have less 
simultaneous interaction by several group members than a family 
group. Bales also mentions sometimes only one observer has 
been used, in adaptations of his method— Bales, op cit.
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of the families (five and four children respectively,) These 
families had a considerable amount of by-play amongst those mem­
bers not involved in the verbal interaction,^^ and it was diffi­
cult to keep track of all at once. There is no explanation for 
Family 4, Table 2, in which each observer scored a different 
parent as the main contributor; however the margin of difference 
is small. Thus the Bales scores may be taken as fairly reliable, 
except in the case of large families (with more than three child­
ren) . Appendix VII also shows that with the exception of Family 
2, the Bales scores and the psychiatric ratings are consistent. 
The difference in the case of Family 2 may be due to something 
in the content of the taped interview.
Although the two behavioural measures show broad agree­
ment, perusal of the tables in Appendix VII shows discrepancies 
between different family members in their reports of their fam­
ilies and in their individual ideologies. The greatest area of 
agreement is between parents, and this agreement is substantial. 
Thus nine out of the twelve families show parents scoring the 
same as regards ideology; the same proportion of parents agree 
as regards degree of task differentiation. Eight out of twelve 
parents obtain identical scores concerning parental power differ­
entiation, and the least agreement is found in the category 
"Parental nurturant behaviour". In the last two categories the
oA
The one other family with four children involved no problem—  
perhaps because one was in infant. The fact that it is diffic­
ult for observers to cover, adequately, the interaction in large 
family groups, is one reason why in our opinion it would be 
difficult to use the Bales method extensively in family research. 
Another deterrent is the time involved in training observers.
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mothers estimate the differentiation of power as less, and that of 
nurturant behaviour as greater. There is far less agreement be­
tween different siblings in the same family, and least agreement 
between parents and children, as there are only three families 
out of the total twelve where parents and children all have similar 
ideologies,27 five out of twelve all agree in reports on family 
task differentiation, two families show a consensus in their 
ratings of parental power differentiation, and four families
27
One has to keep in mind the fact that the instruments used for 
parents and for children were slightly different in the case of 
"ideology". The parents* instrument was comprised of three 
scales measuring traditionalism. As preliminary scrutiny of 
parental data showed almost identical scores on each scale, 
these scales were combined and scored as one. Another criticism 
of the scales derived from Kammeyer is the fact that, since the 
items were all phrased so that agreemnt would mean a "tradition­
al" rating, there was danger of bias from this source. However 
I did not reword my questions because I wished my data to be 
capable of ready comparison with Lambert’s. The data obtained 
by Lambert are not yet released for publication, but he has 
informed me he has found no significant relationship between 
parents* and childrens* ideology scores— (Lambert, personal 
interview, Sept. 1969.) It is possible to explain this dis­
crepancy by suggesting the children had not matured sufficiently 
to hold definite norms in the areas tapped by our scale. My 
experience with children interviewed did not, however, lead to 
this conclusion. Rather it was my impression that in our 
society, with its powerful communications media, children and 
parents alike are aware of a variety of norms held by different 
persons, and children may be less likely than previously, to 
formulate their norms and values in accordance with parental 
ideologies, Bott (pp. cit. p. 214), has made this very point:- 
"this interpretation of the individual as a passive recipient 
of external norms is too simple . . .  (in our complex society.) 
. . .  I would suggest that individuals internalize other peo­
ples standards from their experiences with them, but that this 
is not the end of the matter. If the internalized standards 
agree with one another, which tends to happen in organized 
groups and in close-knit networks, there is little necessity 
for selection and internal rearrangement. If many different 
and contradictory norms are internalized, individuals select 
some rather than others and construct their own version . . . "
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show complete agreement between members regarding degree of dif­
ferentiation of parental nurturant behaviour.
Comparison of the family members* reports with the psy­
chiatrist *s ratings, shows that he agrees with the children in 
six cases, with the parents in four. The psychiatrist also is 
consistently more emphatic than any family member in making 
differentiations.
These data throw doubt on the validity of our main instru­
ment, as a measure of family structure. We go further than this 
and doubt the validity of any measurement of a family which relies 
on the report of one family member.
The data from our hospital sub-sample also throw doubt 
on the validity of our conceptualised family types. Thus four 
distinctly different varieties of traditional families are demon­
strated in this sample. Family 1 is a traditional family in 
which the mother is a benign matriarch within the home ; both she 
and the children give ultimate deference to the father, however, 
and he is the family*s authority in the world outside the family. 
Family 4 is a "de facto" traditional family, in which the parents
If the question is asked as to which is the best method of 
obtaining family data, I have concluded that a trained observer, 
in contact with a family over a period of time, would be super­
ior to any other method. As Kenkel reported in his study of 
husband-wife interaction, in which reported behaviour and 
observed behaviour were compared, "these findings . . . indicate 
that the couples were unpracticed even at the relatively super­
ficial degree of analysis necessary to recognise the part they 
play in a simple and structured interaction"— William F . Kenkel, 
"Observational studies of husband-wife interaction in family 
decision making", in ed. Marvin B. Sussman Sourcebook of 
Marriage and the Family (Boston, Mass: Houghton-Mifflin, 1963)
p. 156.
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share a non-traditional ideology, but father dominates by default 
of the wife who is, in the psychiatrist*s words, "like another 
child in the family". Family 7 is a traditional, father-dominant 
family, with father almost stereotypical in his adherence to an 
authoritarian role, and wife taking the role of peace-maker and 
socio-emotional specialist with females and children both de­
valued in the family. Finally, Family 6 shows a traditional 
family in which the father dominates not only in the instrumental 
area, but also the socio-emotional area - particularly in rela­
tion to his son, and where again women (but not the male child) 
are devalued. In our sample there are few modern families, but 
in Family 3 we have by contrast a *modern* family in which the 
mother in fact comes to dominate, by default of the husband; 
there are indications this irritates her, and that there is some 
family tension around this matter. It is our conclusion that 
our family typologies obscure so many of these differences (with 
significantly different consequences for the child’s self-concept 
in each case,) that they can no longer be considered valid.
Summary and Conclusion
This research attempted to link achievement in children 
with different types of family structure, and tested the null 
hypothesis that there is no difference in the family structure 
of achieving and underachieving children. Although our data 
offered some support for our research hypothesis, this did not 
attain statistical significance and we were not able to reject 
the null hypothesis. Fuller data obtained by different instru-
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mente from a sub-sample enabled us to test the reliability and 
validity of our instruments. and the adequacy of our concepts, 
and both were found inadequate. It is our conclusion that further 
research should concentrate on the study of whole families - 
probably by the same trained observers visiting families over a 
period of time (to minimise the effect of the observers* presence). 
Desirably a structured instrument such as a questionnaire might 
be administered at the and of this period.This might enable 
researchers to construct new and more useful family typologies.
The relationship between childrens* semantic differen­
tiation of the concepts "boys" and "girls" and the sex role 
structure of their family, as wall as the achievement level of 
the children, has emerged from this study as an area meriting 
further research. We suggest this be carried out with a large 
representative sample, including different types of school systems.
29This was done successfully by Bott in her English study; see 
Bott, op cit.
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ÂPPEIJDIX I
31ishen*a Socio-econotnic Index for Occupâticns in Canada^
ÜT cupation Socio-
Ccononic index
Chemical Engineers 
Dentists
Professor's and College Principals
Physicians and Surgeons
Geologists
2lining Engineern
lawyers and Motaries
Civil Engineer's
Architects
Veterinarians
Electrical iSngineers
Professional Engineers, n.e.s.
Physicists 
Optometrists 
Biological Scientists 
Physical Scientists, n.e.s.
Pharmacists 
Mechanical Enginosrs 
Judges and Magistrates 
Economists 
Chemists
Industrial Engineers
Osteopaths and Chii'opractoro
School Teachers
Accountants and Auditors
Owners and Lanagers, Education and Related
Services
Actuaries and Statisticians 
Ccxaputer Progi'amners
Ovmers and iànagers. Services to Business 
Management
Agricultural Professionals, n+e.s.
O^ Tners and Managers, Chemical and Chemical 
Products Industries 
Advertising Managers
Air Pilots, Uavigatca’s and Flight Engineers 
Owners and i hnagers, Electrical Products 
Industries
76.69  
76.44  
76.01  
S.57
*".49
7n,42
79.41
75.16
74.52
74.46
74.34
74r27
73.31
73.77
73.22
72.94
72.C7
72.73
72.24
71.90
70.94 
70.43
70.23 
70.14 
6B.ao
63.32
67.73
67.50
» 2c'
66,96
66.79  
66.03
66.64
63.73
ndo:c forReproduced fram Blishon, 3. R. A socio-economic i ex  
occupations in Canada. Canadian Review of Sociology and 
Antxirotology, 1967, 4, pp4l-53 ""
class.
Glass III - working class.
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Occupation Socio-
Bconoaiic Index
Owners and I-^nagera, Primary Metal Industries 65.29
Owners and M&nagers, Paper and Allied
Industries 64*73
Owners and î^anagers. Finance, Insurance, Real 
Estate 64.52
Authors, Editors, Journalists 64*23
Owners and Mianagers, Rubber Industries 64*09
Owners and î-ianagers, I4a chiner y Industries 63*76
Librarians 63*75
Owners and Managers, Petroleum and Coal 
Products Industries 63*02
Sales Managers 62.04
Owners and flanagers, Dlines, Quarries, and Oil
Wells 61.99
Owners and îfeinagera. Textile Industries 61.9o
Owners and %nagers. Transportation Equipment 
Industries 61.75
Professional Occupations, n.e.s. 60.93
Credit f&nagers 60.31
Office I%nagers 60.42
Owners and I-Ëinagers, Health and Welfare 
Services 60.07
Security Salesmen and Brokers 59*91
Radio and Television Announcers 59*31
Owners and Managers, Printing, Publishing and 
Allied Industries 59*69
Owners and Managers, Federal Administration 59*60
Owners and Managers, Knitting Mills 59*23
Clergymen and Priests 59*20
Owners and I«!ànagers, Miscellaneous %nufactur- 
ing Industries 53.29
Other Health Professionals 53*27
Artists (except commercial). Art Teachers 53,21
Inspectors and Foremen, Communication 53.17
Draughtsmen 57*32
Owners and Managers, Metal Fabricating 
Industries 57*60
Owners and Managers, Leather Industries 57*23
Social Welfare Workers 55*62
Owners and Managers, Hon-metallic Mineral Prod.
Industries 55*41
Advertising Salesmen and Agents 55*37
Purchasing Agents and Buyers 55*22
Insurance Salesmen and Agents 55*19
Owners and Managers, Clothing Industries 54*77
Science and Engineering Technicians, n.e.s. 54*75
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Occupation Socio-
Economic Index
Brokers, Agents and Appraisers 54*74
Owners and Managers, Provincial Administration 54*5^ 
Artists, Commercial 54*Go
Owners and Managers, Transportation, Communi­
cation, and other Utilities 53*35
Owners and Managers, Ifholesale Trade 53*30
Owners and Managers, Local Administration 53*29
Surveyors 53 * 25
Commercial Travellers 52*63
Owners and Managers, Furniture and Fixtures 
Industries 52.11
Teachers and Instructors, n.e.s. 52.07
Stenographers 51*96
Owners and Managers, Food and Beverage 
Industries 51.70
Radio and Television Equipment Operators 51*51
Physical and Occupational Therapists 51*11
Athletes and Sports Officials 51*11
Musicians and Music Teachers 50*93
Borderline between social class I and social class II as 
operationally defined ân this the:!1S
Nurses-in-training 49*91
Bookkeepers and Cashiers 49*55
Funeral Directors and Etabalmers 49*47
Foremen, Transportation Equipment Industries 49*21 
Foremen, Primary Metals Industries 49*11
Real Estate Salesmen and Agents 43*74
Medical and Dental Technicians 43.56
Phot oengravers 43•26
Photographers 43 *07
Engravers, except Photoengravers 47*95
Ticket, Station and Express Agents, Transport 47*61 
Batch and Continuous Still Operators 47*60
Office Appliance Operators 47*12
Owners and Managers, Construction Industries 46*95 
Foremen, Electric Power, Gas and Water 
Utilities 46.75
Power Station Operators 46.20
Locomotive Engineers 45*99
Conductors, Railroad 45*63
Owners and Managers, Wood Industries 45*52
Oivners and Managers, Miscellaneous Services 45*43
Foremen, Paper and Allied Industries 45.36
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Occupation Socio-
______________________________________________ Economic Index
Owners and Managers, Motion Picture and 
Recreational Services 45-19
Linemen and Servicemen— Telephone, Telegraph 
and Power 4 5 ,05
Foremen, Other %nufacturing Industries 45.01
Lithographic and Photo-offset Occupations 45*00
Toolmakers, Diemakers 44*32
Inspectors, Construction 44*76
Interior Decorators and Window Dressers 44*37
Foremen, Trade 44*32
Foremen, Mine, Quarry, Petroleum Well 44*27
Telephone Operators 44*20
Owners and Ixanagers, Forestry, Logging 44*00
Actors, Entertainers, and Showmen 43*35
Owners and Managers, Retail Trade 43*69
Mechanics and Repairmen, Office chines 43*05
Clerical Occupations, n.e.s. 42.93
Mechanics and Repairmen, Aircraft 42*76
Nurses, Graduate 42.57
Compositors and Type-Setters 42.30
Deck Officers, Ship 42.13
Religious Workers 4 l.34
Members of Armed Forces* 4l*43
Locomotive Firemen 40*92
Electricians, Wiremen, and Electrical 
Repairmen 40.63
Auctioneers 4o.43
Canvassers and Other Door-to-Door Salesmen 40.23
Brakemen, Railroad 4o.22
Paper %kers 4o.l7
Owners and Managers, Personal Services 4o.l4
Printing Workers, n.e.s. 40.13
Mechanics and Repairmen, Radio and T.V.
Receivers 40.12
Photographic Processing Occupations 4o*05
Engineering Officers, Ship 39*36
Mllivr ights 39*33
Inspectors, Graders and Samplers, n.e.s. 39*32
Inspectors, Examiners, Gaugers— Metal 39*76
Patternmakers (except paper) 39.75
Typists and clerk typists 39*66
Postmasters 39*65
¥ell-Drillers and Related Workers 39.55
Foremen, All Other Industries 39*54
Pressmen, Printing 39*49
Telegraph Operators 39*37
inspectors and Foremen, Transport 39*21
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Occupation Socio-
Economic Index
Projectionists, Motion Picture 
Foremen, Textile and Clothing Industries 
and Polishers; OpticiansLens Grinders 
Bookbinders 
Foremen, Food and Beverage Lidustries 
General Foremen, Construction 
Operators, Electric Street Railway 
Stationary Snginemen 
Rolling Mill Operators 
Chemical and Related Process Workers 
Prospectors
Foremen, Wood and Furniture Industries 
Sales Clerks
Machinists and Flachine Tool Setters 
Jewellers and Watchmakers 
Civilian Protective Service Occupations** 
Stewards
Farm f&nagers and Foremen
39.15
39.03
38.82
33.54 
38.21
37.90 
37.80
37.79 
37.76  
37.75  
37.73  
37.63  
37.14
36.90
36.55
35.80  
35.32
35.05
Borderline between social class II and social class III as 
operationally defined .in this thesis.
Other Occupations in Bookbinding 
Baggagemen and Expressmen, Transport 
Metal Treating Occupations, n.e.s.
Mechanics and Repairmen, n.e.s.
Riggers and Cable Splicers, except Telephone
and Telegraph and Power
Furnacemen and Heaters— Metal
Cellulose Pulp Preparers
Stock Clerks and Storekeepers
Logging Foremen
Beverage Processors
Plumbers and Pipefitters
Heat Treaters. Annealers, Temperers
Paper Making Occupations, n.e.s.
Hoistmen, Cranemen, Derrickmen
Inspectors, Graders, Scalers— Log and Lumber
Electrical and Electronics Workers, n.e.s.
Switchmen and Signalmen
Fitters and Assemblers— Electrical and
Electronics Equipment
Sheet Metal Workers
Metal Drawers and Extruders
Miners
Bartenders
Insulation Appliers
Roasters, Cookers and Other Heat Treaters,
Chemical
Furriers
34.97
34.85
34.79
34.77
34.77
34.75  
34.69  
34.63  
34.61  
34.44
34.38
34.09
34.07
34.06
33.80
33.80
33.76
33.57
33.49
33.40
33.38
33.29
33.22
33.14
33.03
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Occupation Socio-
 _____________________________________________Economie Index
Boilermakers, Platers and Structural Metal 
Workers 32.93
Welders and Flame Cutters 32.79
Timbermen 32.61
Tire and Tube Builders 32.34
Filers, Grinders, Sharpeners 32.18
Service Workers, n.e.s. 32.1?
Nursing Assistants and Aides 32.14
Shipping and Receiving Clerks 32.14
Millraen 32.13
Bus Dr iver s 31.86
Forest Rangers and Cruisers 31.85
Metal Working Machine Operator's 31.6?
Quarriers and Related Workers 31.61
Moulders 31.32
Porters, Baggage and Pullman 31.30
Mechanics and Repairmen, Motor Vehicle 31*30
Mechanics and Repairmen, Railroad Equipment 31.29
Fitters and Assemblers— Metal 31.28
Crushers, Millers, Galenderers— Chemical 31.12
Electroplaters, Dip Platers and Related 
Workers 31.07
Cutters, Markers— Textiles; Garment and Glove 
Leather 31.06
Production Process and Related Workers, n.e.s. 31.00 
Lodging and Boarding Housekeepers 30.94
Barbers, Hairdressers, and Manicurists 30.94
Cabinet and Furniture ISikers, Wood 30.88
Driver— Salesmen 30.74
Labourers, Primary Metal Industries 30.68
Metalworking Occupations, n.e.s. 30.60
Deck Ratings (ship). Barge Crews and Boatmen 30.56 
Paper Products Jïakers 30.53
Postmen and I-5ail Carriers 30.52
Service Station Attendants 30.48
Butchers and lieat-cutters 30.48
Meat Canners, Curers, Packers 30.48
Motormen (vehicle) except railmy) 30.48
Waiters 50.47
Hawkers and Peddlars 30.43
Oilers and Greasers— Machinery and Vehicles 
(except ship) 50.43
Tobacco Preparers and Products Makers 30.39
Uphclst er er s 30.27
Tailors 30.%
Labourers, Trade 30.19
Bleachers and Dj^rs— Textiles 30.18
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Occupation Socio-
Economic Index
Painters (Construction and Maintenance),
Paperhangers and Glaziers 30.08
Taxi Drivers and Chauffeurs 30.0?
Operators of Sarth-Moving and Other Construc­
tion 13a chiner y 30.03
Painters (except Construction and Maintenance) 30.00 
Coremakers 30.00
Baby Sitters 29.99
Labourers, Mine 29.9o
Blacksmiths, Hammermen, Forgemen 29*93
Bricklayers, Stonemasons, Tilesetters 29*93
Attendants, Recreation and Amusement 29*92
Plasterers and Lathers 29.90
Other Food Processing Occupations 29.89
Bottlers, Wrappers, Labellers 29.80
Clay, Glass and Stone Workers, n.e.s. 29.77
Materials'— Handling Equipment Operators 29.76
Labourers, %per and Allied Industries 29*73
Carpenters 29 * 71
Vulcanizsrs 29.62
Fruit and Vegetable Canners and Packers 29*60
Other Rubber Workers 29.51
Labourers, Communication and Storage 29.51
Milk Px’ocessors 29.49
Cooks 29.43
Construction Workers, n.e.s. 29.43
Longshoremen and Stevedores 29.4l
li’uck Drivers 29.31
Gardeners (except farm) and Groundskeepers 29.27
Bakers 29.26
Labourers, Electric Power, Gas and Water 
Utilities 29.26
Me s senger s 29•23
Warehousemen and Freight Handlers 29.18
Polishers and Buffers— Metal 29*12
Boiler Firemen (except ship) 29*10
Labourers, All Other industries 28.96
Launderers and Dry Cleaners 28.93
Other Agricultural Occupations 28.93
Dressmakers and Seamstresses 28.77
Riveters and Rivet-Heaters 28.7o
Millers of Flour and Grain 28.75
Furnacemen and Kilnmen, Ceramics and Glass 28.69
Knitters 28.68
Transport-Occupations, n.e.s. 28.63
Labourers, Other Public Administration and 
Defence 28.61
Woodworking Occupations, n.e.s. 28.56
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Occupation Socio-
Sconoiaic Index
Stone Cutters and Dressers 28*52
Apparel and Related Products I-îakers 28.
Tanners and Tannery Operatives 28.42
Sawyers 28.29
Woodworking Machine Operators 28.29
Labourers, Other Ihnufacturing Industries 28.22
Janitors and Cleaners, Building 28.22
Labourers, Food and Beverage Industries 28.12
Kitchen Helpers and Related Service Workers 28.11
Engine-room Ratings, Firemen and Oilers, Ship 
News vend or s 28.08
Labourers, Railway Transport 28.03
Finishers and Galenderers 27.97
Elevator Tenders, Building 27.96
Shoemakers and Repairers, Not in Factory 27.87
Sewers and Sewing % chine Operators 27.87
Cement and Concrete Finishers 27.86
Guides 27.79
Farm Labourers 27.77
Labourers, Transportation, except Railway 27.72
Labourers, Wood Industries ‘ 27.57
Labourers, Transportation, Equipment Industries 27.49 
Other Textile Occupations 27.44
Carders, Combers and Other Fibre Preparers 27.37
Labourers, Construction 27.25
Other Leather Products î-îakers 27.19
Fishermen 27.17
Leather Cutters 27.10
Loom Fixers and Loom Preparers 27.09
Lumbermen, including Labourers in Logging 27.01
Spinners and Twisters 26.94
Weavers 26.77
Teamsters 26.71
Labourers, Local Administration 26.71
Winders and Reelers 26.63
Sectionmen and Traclcmen 26.57
Labourers, Textile and Clothing Industries 26.56
Shoemakers and Repairers— in Factory 26.56
Fish Canners, Cui’ers, and Packers 26.09
Trappers and Hunters 25.36
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
109
APPENDIX II
Children's Questicamaire
Important Please check this square if you are a boy 
Please check this square if you are a girl
First Part
In this part of the questimnafro, we would like you to 
tell us about the kinds of things your mother and father 
do around the house. Use the scales in the 1st column to 
describe your father or stepfather. Use the scales in 
the 2nd column to describe your mother or stepaother.
For example, look at the 1st item below. If your father 
often "does the shopping", then circle "7" on the father's 
scale. If he never does the shopping, then circle "1" on 
the father's scâlêT Or, if he shops some of the time, 
then circle a number between "1" and "7" depending on how 
often he shops. Then tell us about your mother on the 
mother's scale. And then go on to the next item.
Do not skip any items or any scales in the two columns.
Section A
1. Does the shopping
2* Gets father's breakfast on
work days
3. Repairs things around the 
house
4. Cleans up the house after 
visitors leave
5. Does the evening dishes
6. Moves heavy furniture 
around the house
7. Looks after the children 
in the evening and on the 
weekends
8. Does the family laundry 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
9. Drives the family car 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
10. Helps the children with 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
their school work
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1 2  3 4 5 6 ? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2  3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2  3 4 5 6 ? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2  3 4 5 6 ? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2  3 4 5 6 ? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2  3 4 5 6 ? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Section B
11* Writes excuse notes lAen 
children are absent from 
school
12. Visits relatives
13. Talks with the neighbours
14. Goes to meetings and clubs
15. Goes to church
16. Answers the telephone 
when both are at home
Section C
17. Scolds and punishes the 
children when they don't 
behave
18. Tells the children when to 
come in the house
19. Sees to it that the child­
ren do their homework
20. Tells the children what 
they can and can't do
21. Explains to the children 
what is expected of them 
and why
22. Finds out when you do 
something you shouldn't 
have done
23. Sees to it that the child­
ren do their errands
24. îïakes you feel guilty or 
bad when you do something 
you shouldn't have
110
FATHER MOTHER
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3  4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
FATHER MOTHER
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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Section D
FATHER MOTHER
25* Takes the children places 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
26. Enjoys and takes time to 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
talk with the children
2?. Notices when the children 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
are unhappy and tries to 
cheer them up
28. Does things with the child- 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
ren
29. î'Èskes you feel that what 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
you do and thing is
important
30. Helps you with things when 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
you're having trouble with
it
Section £
31. Has the most to say about 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
what big things are bought
32. Has the most to say about 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
how the children are to be
punished
33* Has the most to say about 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
where to go on family 
outings
34* Has the most to say about 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
what jobs are to be done 
around the house and who is 
to do them
35» Has the most to say about 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
how much allowance the 
children will get
36. Has the most to say about 1 2 3 4 5 6 ?  1 2 3 4 5 6 ?
who to have into the house
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Section F 
37 Whose punishment or 
disapproval do you 
fear the most
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2  3 4 5 6 7
Second Part
In this section, we would like to know Wiat part you play 
in your family. Please give us as accurate a picture as 
you can.
38, We would like to Imow what kinds of things you help your parents 
decide. What do you have a say in? How much do your parents 
take into account your opinions and Wiat you want when they 
decide things? Put a check mark beside each item below in the 
column which says how much of a say you have.
No Say 
at all
Some say Quite 
but not a lot 
much of say
A lot 
of say
i) What time to come in at night
ii) How much homework to do, and 
vdien
iii)0 What chores to do around the 
house, and lAen
iv) Where to go on family outings
v) IVhat clothes to wear to 
school
Vi) Who to chum around with
vii) What time to go to bed
viii) tJhat to do with your money
i%) What to do in your spare
time
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No Say Some say Quite A lot 
at all but not a , lot of say
x) How much allowance you get
xi) Ifhat to read and what not to 
read
xii) What to watch and Wiat not 
to watch on television
xiii) What family things to buy
xiv) Where the family will go 
on vacation
How many ticks did you make in the last question?
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39.
Third Part
Now we would like to know what you think about the following 
things. Put a check mark beside each item in the column 
which says how much you agree or disagree.
Agree Agree 
a little
Don't
know
Disagree 
a little
Disagree
i) j.t is more impor­
tant for a boy to 
go to university 
than a girl
ii) It is the main duty 
of the wife to keep 
her husband and 
children happy.
ill) It is the father's 
job to punish the 
children
iv) A wman's place is 
in the home
V) Men are better 
leaders than women
Vi) SœiG jobs are wcanon's 
work and other jobs 
are men's work and 
it is easy to tell 
the difference
vii) The husband should 
have the final say 
about really big 
decisions in the fam­
ily
viii ) Women should not 
have authority over
men
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Fourth Part
40. Now we would liîce to ask a few questions about how your 
father and your mother act towards each other. Sometimes 
these are difficult, so please thing carefully.
Circle "7" for often, "1" for never, or one of the numbers 
between "1" and "7” depending on how often something is 
done. Do not skip any scales.
i)
iii)
v)
Vii)
ix)
xi)
xiii )
Father asks about and is 
interested in how mother's 
day went.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Father comforts mother %jhen 
she is upset or worried.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Father ccmpllments or 
praises mother when she 
does something well or looks 
nice.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Father shows interest in 
mother's ideas and opinions
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Father remembers mother's 
day mother's birthday, 
wedding anniversary, and 
the like
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Father helps mother with 
household chores vdien she 
is busy and tired.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Fathez" is forgiving and 
makes-up or patches things 
up after a squabble or 
disagreement with mother.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
ii) Mother asks about and 
is interested in how 
father's day went.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
iv) Mother comforts father 
when he is upset or 
worried•
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Vi) Mother cœnpliraents or 
praises father when he 
does scxnething well.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
viii) Mother shows interest in
father's ideas and opinions.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
x) Mother makes things she 
knows father likes, such as 
special foods.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
xii) Mother keeps children
from bothering father when 
he is tired.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
xiv) Mother is forgiving and
makes up or patches things 
up after a squabble or dis­
agreement with father.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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Fiî‘th Part
Now 1-je havQ corne to the last part of the questicaôaàire.
Zban^le and Instructions
We would like to Îcnoîv how you feel about some things. The next 
page is divided into quarters, and at the top of each quarter of the 
page is a word we would like you to describe. Here is how to do
it.
Pretend that soraebody is telling us hoif he feels about babies. He 
might desd’ibe babies this way.
good 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  bad
useful useless
tougli soft
He tliinks that babies are usually good, so he circled "2", He 
thinks they ai*e quite useless because they can't do anything, so 
he circled ”6". And ho thinks that babies are very soft, so he 
circled "7”.
So the words at the two ends of each scale tell you *Æjat the 
scale means. All you have to do is circle the number on each 
scale Wiich tells us how you feel about the thing you are descri­
bing.
Be sure to circle one and only one number on each scale. Do not 
skip any items.
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41. i) GIRLS MY AGS ii) CAîîADA
good 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 bad good 1 2  3 4 5 6 7 bad
useful 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 useless useful 1 2  3 4 5 6 7 useless
first 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 last first 1 2  3 4 5 6 7 last
smart 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 stupid smart 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 stupid
square 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 cool square 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 cool
tough 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 soft tough 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 soft
selfish 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 unselfish selfish 1 2  3 4 5 6 7 unsel­
friendly 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 unfriendly friendly 1 2 3 4 5 6
fish 
7 unfriend­
kind 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 cruel kind 1 2 3 4 5 6
ly
7 cruel
importantl 2 3 4 5 6 7 unimportant important 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 unimpor-
tant
111) BOYS m  AGS 
good 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 bad 
useful 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  useless 
first 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  last
smart 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  stupid
square 1 2 3 4 5 6 ? cool
tough 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 soft
selfish 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  unselfish 
friendlyl 2 3 4 5 6 7 unfriendly 
kind 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  cruel 
.mportantl 2 3 4 5 6 7 unimportant
iv) I AM
good 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 bad
useful 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  useless
first 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  last
smart 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  stupid
friendly 1 2 3 4 5 6 ? unfriendly
kind 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  cruel
important 1 2 3 4 5 6 ? unimportant
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
116
APPENDIX III 
Parent's Questionnaire 
First Part
In this section, we are interested in which 
parent usually does what in the family. For 
each item below, please pick the answer that 
best describes the way things are usually done 
in your family. Remember, since families 
differ greatly ifith respect to how they do 
things, the only **right” answer is the one 
that most accurately describes how you and 
your spouse do things. There are five alter­
native answers for each question. Circle the 
alternative which best describes your family. 
The alternatives are: II: Husband mostly;
h: husband scraewhat more than wife; h-w:
husband and wife exactly the same; w; wife 
8(%aeivhat more than husband; W; Wife mostly.
1 2 3 4 5
1. t'Jho repairs things around the house? H h h-w w W
2. Vi/ho does the grocer-shopping? II h h-w w w
3. % o  gets husband's breakfast on work 
days?
H h h-w w w
4» I'Jiio straightens up the living room 
after visitors leave?
H h h-w w w
5. #10 does the evening dishes? H h h-w w w
6. I’Jho does the chares around the house 
like mowing the lawn, carrying out 
the garbage, shovelling the snow?
II h h-w w 11
7. \'Jho takes care of the children, lilce 
getting them up and putting them to bed, 
helping with dressing, and the like?
H h h-w w IJ
8. I’/ho writes excuse notes i*^ en children 
are absent from school?
H h h-w w ir
9. # 0  keeps track of the money and the 
bills?
H h h-w w
.0. VJho really has the final say about H h h-w w w
how the house is run, like use of 
rooms, arrangement of furniture?
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1 2 3 A 6
11, Who really has the final say about H b li-W w w
who to invite in and when?
12, Who really has the final say about H h h-w w W
when and where you and your spouse
will go out?
13, Who really has the final say about K h h-w w W
what to do to the children when they
don't behave?
14, Who really has the final say about II h h-w w
when the children will come in at
night and vftien they will go to bed?
15. # 0  really has the final say about H h h-w w
what major things the family ijill
buy?
16, \*Iho conforts the children when they 
are upset?
17* #- 0 settles fights among the children?
18, #10 threatens or warns the children 
when they are not behaving?
19* # 0  rewards the children when they 
are good or do Wiat they are supposed 
to do?
H h h-w w \J
H h h-w w W
H h h-w w vr
H h h-w w If
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Second Part
In this second part of the questionnaire there 
are a number of statements with which you may 
agree or disagree* Please circle the answer 
»Aich best represents your feelings about each 
statement* Please answer all items* Alter­
native answers are as follows; A-Agree; AS- 
Agree Somewhat; U-Uncertain; DS-Disagree Stane- 
what ; D-Disagree •
J  L
20.
21.
|22
A son or daughter's marriage partner 
should be someone who is acceptable 
to his or her parents.
When a nation is at war, it doesn't 
really matter whether the cause is 
right or wrong, one must support his 
country.
A AS U DS
A AS U DS
D
D
• Children should be taught to have a lot 
of respect for their parents.
A AS U DS D
. Teachers should at all times present 
a "respectable” image to the community.
A AS U DS D
. Generally speaking, it is best all A AS Ü DS D
married are of the same religion.
Our kind of government works best
when there are only two major political
parties.
A marriage is really complete only if 
there are children.
It is important to teach a child as 
early as possible the manners and 
morals of his society.
Morality depends on one's belief in a 
Supreme Seing.
Children should learn the value of 
hard work and self-discipline.
A AS Ü DS
A AS 
A AS
A AS 
A AS
U DS 
U DS
U DS 
Ü DS
D
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30. Traditional ways of doing things A AS U DS D
should be retained because they
have withstood the test of time.
3 1 . Tuition fees at University should A AS U DS D
not be dropped because people
appreciate only what they have to 
work and sacrifice for.
32. Young people should get only as A AS U DS D
much education as they will really
need in their chosen vocation.
3 3 . People must learn to respect auth- A AS U DS D
ority if they are to get along.
3 4 . How well people do in this world A AS U DS D
depends on their motivation and
ability.
3 5 . Teachers should instil correct 
values and attitudes in their pupils.
A AS U DS D
3 6 . The free enterprise system is the 
basis for Canada's high standard 
of living.
A AS u DS D
3 7 . The reasoning ability of men is 
greater than that of women.
A AS u DS D
3 6 . Women are more sympathetic than men. A AS u DS D
3 9 . It goes against nature to place women 
in a position of authority over men.
A AS u DS D
4 0 . Women are more emotional than men. A AS u DS Û
4 1 , Hen are more aggressive than women. A AS u DS D
4 2 . Women are more sensitive than men. A AS u DS 0
4 3 . Hen are better leaders than women. A AS u DS 0
44, In marriage, the major responsibility A AS u DS Û
of the wife is to keep her husband and 
children happy.
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1 2 ? 4 5
45. It is more impwtant for a girl 
to learn social poise than for 
her to have high grades.
A AS U DS D
46. Â woman's place is in the home. A AS u DS D
47. A girl has more responsibilities 
toward her grandparents, aunts 
and uncles than a boy does.
A AS Ü DS 0
46. The unmarried mother is morally 
a greater failure than the unmarried 
father.
A AS Ü DS D
49. A girl can be too bright for her 
own good.
A AS Ü DS D
50. Some jobs are "wcraen's work” and 
other jobs are "men's work” and 
it isn't hard to tell the differ­
ence.
A AS Ü DS D
51. One of the most important things 
a mother can do for her daughter 
is prepare her for the duties of 
being a wife.
A AS u DS D
52. A wife should fit her life to that 
of her husband.
A AS u DS D
53. It is more important for a boy to 
go to college than a girl.
A AS u DS D
54. It is better for a boy to be good 
at mathematics than to be good at
art. ■
A AS u DS D
55. The most important quality of a 
real man is ambition.
A AS u DS D
56. One of the most important jobs of 
the father is to discipline the 
children.
A AS u DS D
57. In marriage, the husband should 
make the major decisions.
A AS Ü DS D
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APPENDIX IV
Tables showing relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and different attributes of family structure,
TABLE The relationship betvfôsn boys* and girls*
achievement and the differentiation of 
parental household task performance.
0(0 o
am Very 
o rt Low
c8
"H r4
a Z
p œ
o § Medium
tis•H
Q
Achievement in children
Low
High
Total
Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
1 0 1 2 2 4
(4) (0) (2) (10) (17) (12)
11 10 21 8 4 12
(44) (59) (50) (38) (33) (36)
10 5 15 8 6 14,
(40) (29) (36) (38) (50) (42)
3 2 5 3 0 3,
(12) (12) (12) (14) (0) (9)
25 17 42 21 12 33
«Figures in brackets in this and succeeding tables are 
percentages. Columns sum to 100 per cent ~ percentages 
are rounded to whole numbers.
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TABLE IV-2.— The relationship between boys’ and girls* 
achievement and the differentiation of 
parental representation of the family 
in community interaction
Achievement in Children
r j c  
Ctf *rl
■P ^
gVery 
^13Low
CUttfP
y, ojLow
o c L
•M O HMediumH ^
•r4 flJP
flccHigh
k m g® © 5
44 AoTotal 
g S  Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
16 11 27 12 9 21
(64) (65) (64) (57) (75) (64)
9 5 14 B 2 10
(36) (29) (33) (38) (17) (30)
0 1 1 1 1 2
(0) (6) (2) (5) (8) (6)
0 0 0 0 0 0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
 25 17 42 21 12 33
TABLE IV-3*— The relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and the differentiation of 
parental discipline of children.
©
a a© ©
Is
• H  
4 4  J 3o o
0  4 4O O‘Hp ©© a
r4
o o.
2 O 
© 0} 
4 4  * H  44 "O v4 
A
Achievement in Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
Very 16 10 26 14 9 23
Low (64) (59) (62) (67) (75) (70)
Low 3 5 a 7 2 9
(12) (29) (19) (33) (17) (27)
Medium 4 2 6 0 1 1
(16) (12) (14) (0) (8) (3)
High 2 0 2 0 0 0
(8) (0) (5) (0) (0) (0)
Total
Children 25 17 42 21 12 33
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TABLE IV-4.— The relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and the differentiation of 
parental nurturant behaviour
H©
© O Oi-H
, > 44 ©
OÆ 
•H p
P C
© ©
III#
Ü
Achievement in Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
Very 19 15 34 19, 10 ,29,
Low- (76) (88) (81) (90) (83) (88)
Low 5 2 7 1 2 3
(20) (12) (17) (5) (17) (9)
Medium 0 0 0 0 0 0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
High 1 0 1 1 0 1
(4) (0) (2) (5) (0) (3)
Total
17 42 21 12 33Children 25
TABLE IV-5.-“Tha relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and the differentiation of 
parental power in family matters
©
fl S
23© p%
•H ©  
P 44«
Achievement in Children
•rl
2
•HQ
G
•rl
u
Ia,
Achiev­
ing
Under­
achiev­
ing
Total Achiev­
ing
Under­
achiev­
ing
Total
Very 17 7 24 15, 7 22
Low (68) (41) (57) (71) (58) (67)
Low 4 9 13 5 4 9
(16) (53) (31) (24) (33) (27)
Medium 2 1 3 0 1 1
(8) (6) (7) (0) (8) (3)
High 2 0 2 1 0 1
(8) (0) (5) (5) (0) (3)
Total
21 12 33Children 25 17 42
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TABLE IV-6.— The relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and the general dominance of 
father or mother.
Achievement in children
%
© %  
O <0
H k
sao Pa © 
©4# O
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
Father 12 6 18 8 6 14
Dominant (48) (35) (43) (38) (50) (42)
Mother 5 4 9 6 1 7
Dominant (20) (24) (21) (29) (8) (21)
Neither 4 4 8 3 5 8
Dominant (16) (24) (19) (14) (42) (24)
Mixed 4 3 7 4 0 4
Dominance (16) (18) (17) (19) (0) (12)
Total
25 17 42 21 12Children 33
«"Father dominant” was scored, where the father had the 
final say, both in child discipline, and in economic 
matters, "Mother dominant" was scored where mother 
had the final say in both areas, "Neither dominant" 
categorised cases in which parents shared the authority 
equally in each area, "Mixed dominance" referred to 
cases in which each parent had the final say in one 
of the two areas.
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TA3L3 IV-7*— The relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and their (perceived) degree 
of power in the family
Achievement in children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
Low 9
(36)
5^
(29)
14
(33)
a
(36)
1
(6)
9
Medium 13
(52)
11
(65)
24
(57)
13
(62)
11
(92)
24
High
(12)
1
(6)
4
(10)
0
(0)
0
(0)
0
(0)
Total
Children 25 17 42 21 12 33
TABLE IV-8.— The relationship between boys' and girls*
achievement and their ideology
Achievement in children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
Modem 3 1 4 2 1 3
Ideology (12) (6) (10) (10) (6) (9)
Transi­ 13 6 19 a 6 14
tional
Ideology
(52) (35) (45) (36) (50) (42)
Tradi­ 9 10 19 11 5 16
tional
Ideology
(36) (59) (45) (52) (42) (46)
Total
25 17Children 42 21 12 33
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TABLE IV-9.— The relationship between boys* and girls* 
achieved and observed positive affect be­
tween parents
Achievement in children
I
>/> « •H +3 ■P'S a
w® 2 o k 3A® A 
rtCO®
£
C 043
d o  
&
Low
Medium
High
Total
Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
2 2 4 2 2 4
(6) (12) (10) (10) (17) (12)
6 4 10 7 4 11
(24) (24) (24) (33) (33) (33)
17 11 28 12 6 18
(68) (65) (67) (57) (50) (55)
25 17 42 21 12 33
TABLE IV-10.— The relationship between boys* and girls* 
achievement and their semantic differen­
tiation of the concepts "boy" and "girl”
Achievement in children
0«H ,
•rïOS Low
ca't
m O ‘rl
®ps MediumW nj
<\w*High ® lUc
Total
Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
15 5 20 13 6 19,
(60) (29) (48) (62) (50) (58)
10 11 21 8 6 14
(40) (65) (50) (38) (50) (42)
0 1 1 0 0 0
(0) (6) (2) (0) (0) (0)
25 17 42 21 12 33
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TABLE IV-11,— The relationship between boys* and girls*
achievement and their self concept*
Achievement in Children
Achiev­
ing
Boys
Under­
achiev­
ing
Boys
Total Achiev­
ing
Girls
Under­
achiev­
ing
Girls
Total
Negative
Evalu­
ation
6
(24)
6
(35)
12
(29)
6
(29)
3
(25)
9,
(27)
Neutral
Evalu­
ation
12
(48)
7,
(41)
19,
(45)
11
(52)
7
(58)
18
(55)
Positive
Evalu-
tion
7
(28)
4
(24)
11
(26)
4
(19)
2
(17)
6
(18)
Total
Children 25 17 42 21 12 33
*The scores were obtained on an instrument measuring 
the semantic differential (Part V, "Children’s 
questionnaire, Appendix II).
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